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PROTEST against the assumption of the spiritual duties of 
this Chaplaincy, without a Licence, by the Reverend Thomas 
Kenworthy Brown ; as unduly interfering with the Office of the 
Reverend Richard Thomas Lowe , licensed by the Lord Bishop 
of London to the spiritual Cure and Charge of all members of 
the United Church of England and Ireland in Madeira. 

1. Because such assumption is contrary to the Apostolical 
rule , not to « build upOn another man's foundation » ( Rom. XV. 
20 ) , « and not to boast in another man's line of things made 
ready to our hand » ( 2 Cor* X. 16); and is opposed to the 
Apostolical position (Rom. X. 15), that the preachers of the 
Gospel must be «sent. » 

2. Because without « sending » , i.e. mission or special exe- 
cutive authority from the Bishop , such interference with the spiritual 
Office of another , however favoured by the Civil Government 9 
is by the Laws and Constitutions of the Church, which are found- 
ed upon Scripture, openly schismatical and sinful. 

3. Because no Priest or Deacon of the United Church of 



England and Ireland may presume to exceed the Authority confer- 
red on them respectively at their Ordination: the Priest being 
only empowered « to preach the Word of God , and to minister 
the Holy Sacrameuts in the Congregation , where he shall be lawfully 
appointed » ( « called and sent » , Art. XXIII. ) « thereunto » ( Ord. 
of Priests ) ; and the Deacon receiving merely authority « to read 
and preach the Gospel , if lie be thereto licensed by the Bishop 
himself» ( Ord. of Deacons ) . See Appendix , A. 

4. Because such assumption is in violation of the solemn 
promise and engagement made by every Priest of the Church 
of Fngland at his Ordiuation , « always so to minister the Doctrine 
and Sacraments and the Discipline of Christ , as the Lord hath 
corffftiatided , and as this Church and Realm hath received the 
•toHfcV;-^ it being a well known faw, and ari integral part of 
ttie Constitution of the Church arad Kealm of England , that « it 
is ftot lawful for any man to fcabe upon him the Office of publick 
preaching or ministering the Sacraments in the Congregation, 
except he be lawfully called, and sent to execute the same» 
(Art. XX111): — sending or mission, being one of the peculiar 
RmctwBs , and belonging to the special Office , of the Bishop, 
fl&cfe Gonsecr. of Bishops, «rWUl you be faithfol in ordaining, tending, 
9i faring hands upon others ?» ) 

' S. Because by the 36. tb of the Canons of the Church of 
England, which are especially binding on the Clergy, it 15 

expressly enacted , that « No person shall be - . 

fidfer^d to preach, to catechize , or to be a lecturer or Reader 

of Divinity except he be licensed either by the Archbishop , 

or by the Bishop of the Diocese where he is to be placed, » &c. : 
and because 2. d, y, by the 37. th Canon, «None licensed as is 
aforesaid, to preach, read, lecture, or catechize, coming to 
reside in any Diocese , shall be permitted there to preach , read , 
lecture, latechke, or minister the Sacraments, or to execute 



any other Ecclesiastical function , by what authority soever he be 
thereunto admitted, unless he first consent and subscribe to the 
three Articles before mentioned , in the presence of the Bishop 
of the Diocese wherein he is to preach, read, lecture, catechize, 
or administer the Sacraments, as aforesaid: » — and because 3. dr * 
bythe48. ,h Canon, headed « None to be Curates but allowed by the 
Bishop » , it is enacted, that « No Curate or Minister shall be permit- 
ted to serve in any place, without examination and admission of the 
Bishop of the Diocese, or Ordinary of the place, having Epis- 
copal jurisdiction, in writing under his hand and seal»: — and 
because 4. U,, J, by the 49. lb Canon, it is enacted, that «No 
person whatsoever, not examined and approved by the Bishop 
of the Diocese , or not licensed , as is aforesaid for a sufficient 
or convenient Preacher , shall take upon him to expound in his 
own Cure , or elsewliere , any Scripture or matter of Doctrine. » 
(See Appendix, B.) 

6. Because it has been already ruled and judicially decid- 
ed in the cases of « Barnes versus the Rev. d James Shore » , and 
of « the Archbishop of Dublin v. the Rev d T. D. Gregg » f that any 
Clergyman of the United Church of England and Ireland celebrat- 
ing Divine Service and preaching without the licence and authority 
of the Bishop of the Diocese , is amenable to correction and 
punishment by law. 

7. Because whatsoever things the Church and Realm of Eng- 
land prohibits under penalties within the proper terrritorial 
jurisdiction of the same, are in equity and conscience equally bind- 
ing upon all members of the Church and Realm , even where 
those penalties cannot be by law immediately enforced. 

8. Because that the 37. tb Article of the Church of Eng- 
land , in attributing to the Crown the chief Government of all 
Estates Ecclesiastical or Civil in all causes, to the exclusion at 



any foreign jurisdiction, declares espressly in limitation, that 
•two give not to our Princes the ministering either of God's 
Word , or of the Sacraments ». And therefore no appointment 
emanating simply from the Crown, or Government, can supply 
the want of mission, or the right of ministering God*s Word 
and Sacraments to a particular congregation ; the power of con- 
ferring which, belongs exclusively to the spiritual Office of the 
Bishop. Archbishop Bramhall ("Works ii. 128 ) says, « Our 
Kings neither do challenge, nor ever did challenge ^ all jurisdict- 
ion in spiritual causes ' , nor any part of the power of the Keys f 
either to their own use , or to derive it toothers.* And in another 
place he writes , » it may be that two or three of our princes 
at the most ( the greater part whereof were Roman Catholics ) 
did style themselves, or give leave to others to gtjle them, the 
Heads of the Church within their dominions. But no man can 
be so simple as to conceive that they intended a spiritual Head- 
ship, — to infuse the life and motion of grace into the hearts 
of the faithful ; such an Head is Christ alone ; no , nor yet an 
/ecclesiastical Headship; we did never believe, that our Kings 
in their own persons could exercise any act pertaining either to 
the power of order or jurisdiction ; nothing can give that to 
another, which it hath not itself ».... « But who told you that 
e>er King Charles » (the IM) « did call himself the 'Head of 
the Church ' ? thereby to merit such a heavy judgment, He did 
not, nor yet King James his father; nor Queen Klizaheth before 
them bolh, who look order in her first Parliament to bava it 
left out of her title. » (Archb, Braroball, Works 1. 29, 31 J. 

9. Because although the said Rev. d T. K. Brown be appoint- 
ed by the Government under the Crown , he cannot plead from, 
such exercise of tne Royal Supremacy , authority to minister God's 
Word and Sacraments , inasmuch as , whatever meaning might 
be otherwise attached to the term * Supremacy of the Crown \ 
(lij£t of 'Head of the Church', assumed by Henry VUI , A., 



D; 1534, was dropped A. D. 1554 in the next succeding Reign 
but one, and never resumed), it is certain, that by the Roya! 
Admonition annexed to Queen Elizabeth's Injunctions, and which 
was afterwards incorporated and referred to , as authoritatively 
expressive of the sense of the Oath of Supremacy , in an Act 
of Parliament, (Stat. 5. Eliz. cap. 1), and in the XXXVII. * 
Article, it was expressly forbidden «to give ear or credit to 
such perverse and malicious persons , which most sinisterly and 
maliciously labour to notify to her loving subjects , how by the 
words of the same oath ( viz. of supremacy ) , it may be 
collected , that the Kings and Queens of this Realm , possessors 
of the Crown, may challenge authority and power of ministry 
of Divine Offices in the Church , wherein her said subjects are 
much abused by such evil disposed persons. For certainly 
Her Majesty neither doth , nor ever will challenge any other 

authority than that. which is and was of ancient time 

due to the imperial crown of this realm, that is, under God to 
have the sovereignty and rule over all persons born within these 
her realms, dominions, and countries, of what estate, either 
ecclesiastical or temporal , soever they be , so as no-othef foreign 
power shall or ought to have any superiority over them. » «Bjr 
Which », observes Bishop Beveridge (Works VII. 558), «we 
may see how vain and groundless the scandal is which is 
usually cast upon the oath of Supremacy, as if we there 
acknowledged the King to have the keys as well as the sword 
committed to him, and that he might administer the Word 
and Sacraments in spiritual , as well as justice and judgment in 
secular affairs; whereas the same power that asserted the King's 
supremacy, hath still deni.ed it to extend to the exercise of 
any spiritual function. » And as it is remarked by Palmer 
(Treatise on the Church, I. 254), «The Clergy of England/ 
in acknowledging the supremacy of the King, A. D. 1531 », 
( See Appendix C ) « did so , as Burnet proves , with the important 
proviso, * quantum per Chrtili legem licet 9 ; whkiv w^i 



condition is ever to he supposed in our acknowledgment of the 
Royal supremacy. Consequently we give no authority to the 
Prince, except what is consistent with the maintenance of all 
those rights, liberties, jurisdictions, and spiritual powers, 
which * the law of Christ ' confers on his Church. » ( See Appendix 
D.) 

10. Because the Crown, abjuring all executive ministerial 
or spiritual office, function, or authority, and only -claiming tho 
chief power or supremacy of rule or government in the Realm, 
in opposition to any foreign jurisdiction, over all estates or persons 
of men in all causes, whether ecclesiastical or temporal,— 
cannot exercise or confer an executive power or authority , of 
which it disclaims the possession; such as the power of sending $ 
or of conferring mission , which, like that of Ordination, is a 
function belonging solely to the executive ministerial or spiritual 
Office. and authority of the Bishop. (See Appendix E.) 

11. Because the Act of Parliament (6 Geo. IV. cap. 87) 
itself provides. «for the performance of Divine Service », and for 
the maintenance and support of a Chaplain who shall be « resi- 
dent and regularly employed in the celebration of Divine Servic* 
according to the Rites and Ceremonies of the United Church of 
England and Ireland)); whereas a clergyman officiating without 
licence from the Bishop, caniot perform or celebrate Divine 
Service as aforesaid according to the Rites and Ceremonies of 
the United Church of England and Ireland; the said Church 
ijpt recognizing or allowing any right in her Ministers to officiate, 
or undertake any spiritual Cure, without special mission or li- 
cence from the Bishop. And therefore the appointment of the 
said Rev. d T. K. Brown by the Government without the 
Bishop's licence, is imalid: he as a clergyman of the Church 
of England, so appointed, not possessing the qualifications lor 
this Chaplaincy specified or contemplated by the said Act. 
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12. Because by the XV.th of the « Re^iilations for th* 
Management of British Church affairs at Foreign Ports aftdlM&tfefc? 
made and issued by Her Majesty , through one of Her Principal 
Secretaries of State »( Viscount Pahnerston) « undefc- the authority 
of the Act 6 Geo. IV. cap. 87 » , — ■ headed « Clergymen of Church 
of England to obey Bishop of London », it is ruled, that «AH 
Chaplains belonging to the Church of England who aie appoint- 
ed under the Act , are , at the request of the Secretory of State , 
licensed iy the Bishop of London. Such Chaplains are to consult 
the Bishop of London in all spiritual matters , and are to obey 
his orders thereupon »: — a regulation altogether violated or 
rendered nugatory by the appointment of the Rcterend T. K* 
Brown as aforesaid^ without the licence or consent of the Bishop 
of London. (See Appendix * F. ) 

13. Because a clergyman accepting the Chaplaincy without 
the licence , in contempt of the authority , support , and counsel 
of the Bishop, having himself set the example of disregard 
and disobedience to the Church , and of recognizing in the 
Ci*i1 Government a Dispensing power as to his Ordination- vows 
and obligations to other Laws 6nd constitutions # of the Church, 
has undermined , so far as in him lay , the very foundations o£ 
Ecclesiastical Government, and by his own insubordination ( See* 
App* G. ) forfeited all claim upon the deference , respect, and due 
attention of the laity. And having not only deprived himself and his 
supporters or the right of appeal to the Bishop, but renounced his 
obligation of consulting him in all spiritual matters, — a duty 
recognized generally by the Civil Government itself in the XV. th 
of the Regulations issued by the Secretary of State ( above 
quoted ) , should difficulties arise between himself and any portion 
of his congregation , and enjoined in special cases at the end of 
the second part of the Preface to the Book of Common Prayer r 
intituled « Concerning the Service of the Church, » — must come 
pledged or prepared tefoHowtn-hismiuista&fe^ \mx&**«skk* 



of self-will or popular caprice, and must renounce all title to the 
due and proper independence which becomes a Christian Minister. 

14. Because such intrusion is a great reproach and scandal 
figainst the Church of England , and is especially calculated lo 
bring discredit npon the English Church and Nation in the eyes 
of the Portuguese Church aid People, and to encourage strife 
and disstnsion, instead of peace and union, in this and other 
communities ot British subjects similarly situated abroad. 

1 5. Because although Clergymen may in certain cases , both 
at home and abroad, officiate with no other licence from the Bishop 
than his consent or e».en tacit acquiescence, — the Reverend T.K. 
Brown is prepared lo officiate in the face of a direct refusal by the 
Bishop of his licence or consent ; and not so only , but in oppo- 
sition to a Clergyman already approved and licensed by the 
Bishop. 

16. Because the Reverend T. K. Brown aforesaid, being 
possessed in Madeira of no other authority but that which he 
derives from his* appointment by the British Civil Govern- 
ment, which without the licence, consent, or sanction, of the 
Bishop- , is incomplete and inoperative for the due discharge of 
any spiritual function , con be considered in no other light than 
that ol an unqualified intruder into a spiritual Cure and Charge, belong- 
ing , under licence of the Bishop, to another* 

I THEREFORE, the undersigned, as in painful dutj bound., — 
acting herein moreover in conformity with the Regulations above 
qui ted , made an.d 'issued by Her Majesty through tin* Civil Go- 
vernmciit , and considering, in accordance with the same, that: 
the duly ol* submission to. ' the? Mammary. oC the. <:f*>wb, i& best; 
sLovv £j?d maifti^incd by a reverent obtdieouea and. 4u& subordi* 



nation » (Hie Appendix H ) to Ihe spin^uaTWfcbrftjf 6f thefetlipp- 
— do hereby solemnly protest against the assumption of the spiritual 
duties of the Chaplain's Office in this place by the said Referent 
T\ K. Brown , without licence from the Bishop 4 a* a gchigtnfatielil 
and unlowM act; and before CHRlSt and HIS Crt.0RCfl«la^e^ 
I hereby warn all members or the United Church of Eqgt^n^ 
and Ireland > dwelling in Madeira, not te attend upon bus mt« 
lustrations,, and so become partakers in die sins «f disobedfon60 
and schism . nor to recognize him as one duty atitfiorigedl to Ce- 
lebrate Divine Service , to administer the Sacraments , or to 
perform any other Ecclesiastical act, of Ministerial , fuhctio?(^ ; ;ift 
this Island , according to the Kites and Ceremonies , the Laws 
and Constitutions, the Rules and Observances of the United 
Church of England and Ireland. 

Witness my hand 

this I7. lh day of February, 1848. 

R. T. LOWE. 

Funchal , Madeira 

The Reverend T. K. Brown. 



r 9..8,,-(tebnmr *& tb )r-I« delivering tfcis day tbe foregoing 
protest personally to Mr. Brown, before its publication, and having 
fmpioretT him , -as he valued the CbifrcVs peace, and his -own sours, to 
trow batik »e*«n f et from his mistaken «tmrse , — 1 requested him to 
f8g*?# 9&J wourd* or exprosskws intbis paper, witBcfeanvgntBeein strong or 
haf,sb., as A>rc-ad fiom me onJf -by the very argent cir,ou instances , and 
Extreme nature of the case : and 1 earnestly deprecated Jbis considering 
ffaem designed to be in any way personally discourteous, or needlessly 
painful, in *he unhappy position into wfrteh he has allowed himself to 
fep placed Afld ^am happy lo add , that be iqwlly disclaimed all 

li&resjpeetful wwty ox ieeliRgs towards myself. 

\ An Appendix, containing fur^er jftfetegefs apd 4itfJiorilies in if* 
lustration r will appear sbprt{y. 
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1.° <r Although they are by this means made priests 
of the Catbolick Church , and so may effectually administer 
the Word and Sacraments in any part of the world ; yet 
nevertheless they are not to do it any where, but in the 
congregation where they shall be lawfully appointed, that 
is by the Bishop of the place , who alone can lawfully do 
it. » 

Note on «The Ordering of Priests », Manl's Book of Comm, 
Prayer, Vol. ii p. 1385, abridged Edit. 1824. 



2. « The word parish is not mentioned in Scripture, 
but the thing is. I mean in 2 Cor. X. 14; where the 
Apostle is showing that no man ought to intrude upon tha 
province of another in spiritual things: 'not boasting of 
things without our measure' ( the commission given us by 
Christ ), 'that is of other men's labours/ Now this injunction 
S. 1 Paul gives to Christians by the inspiration and guidance 
of the Holy Ghost ; and therefore the contrivance of allot* 



ting particular places to the care of particular Ministers, 
is not the contrivance , as you call it , of meu , but of the 
Holy Spirit And this matter will be still plainer to 
you, when you consider that our Lord Himself had His 
particular parish or diocese ( the words meant the same thing 
formerly ) ; for , says He , * I am not sent but to the lost 
sheep of the house of Israel' (Matt. XV. 24). So had 
the Apostles; for our Lord commanded them , saying, *Go 
not into tht way of the Gentiles, and into any city of the 
Samaritans enter ye not: but go rather to the lost sheep 
of the house of Israel* (Matt. X. 5 J. We know likewise, 
that the primitive Fathers and Bishops of the Church had their 
peculiar Dioceses, in which they had the supreme Church 
power: such were Timothy and Titus, and the Angels of 
the Churches mentioned in the Book of the Revelation if 
£t, John: and op one ever doubted but that the inferior 
Clergy are lawfully set over their particular provinces , now 
Cttllfd parishes, after the models of those great example? 
which I bava just mentioned. When therefore this orderly 
dispensation is broken in upon , either by people or priest , 
tow can you expect that Gad will grant His Grace at 
all ? So much then for the method , which it has pleased 
G*d to suggest to His Church, for its good order and 
edification. But I will put this matter in a clearer point 
of view to you. You very properly ask me to show you 
gay commission for assuming the sole government and cure 
of th* inhabitants of this parish ; that is , you ask me 
fcow God Almighty ip to be considered as setting me over 
♦his particular place? 

7tc. Aye, Sir; that is exactly what I mean: because, 
if you ^can t skow me that , I cap easily perceive that 



no other minister ought to thrust himself upon your people 
under any pretence whatever. 

Min. True John; and now attend closely to what 
I say , and you will soon seethe matter in a very different 
light to that which has so misled you. My commission to take 
care of the people of this place is from the Lord Himself. 
You acknowledge that lam sent by the authority of Jesus 
Christ into His Vineyard, the Church; and now I will 
show you that I have His commission to take care of this 
particular part of it. I received my commission from the 
Bishop in these words, when he ordained me a Christian 
Priest: 4 Take thou authority to preach the Word of God, 
and to minister the Holy Sacraments in the congregation 
where thou sbait be lawfully appointed thereunto* ; and 
afterwards , he lawfully appointed me to this parish, when 
I first became your Minister here. The Bishop, you know, 
derives his authority from the Apostles, and the Apostles 
had their's from our Lord Himself: Whatever the Bishop 
does in the Church , in consequence of his authority from 
our Lord , through His Apostles , our Lord declares He 
considers as done by Himself. Now the Bishop appointed 
me, in Christ's name, to take care of this place, and no 
Qthcr; and therefore, I have Christ's authority to feed and 
govern that part of His flock living in this parish ; and if 
80 , you and all your fellow - parishioners are bound to obey 
and submit yourselves , and receive my instructions , because 
I have by Christ's authority , the rule over you ( Heb» 
XIII. 17 ). » 

Sike's Dialog. Lond. 1815. 5> Edit. pp. 10—13. 



3. « You have given up the foolish notion that any man 
may become a Gospel preacher, and have said that the 
Divine Authority must be had by means of the Bishop. 
I say , Mr. B. has not Divine Authority for what he does , 
and therefore i$ no Gospel preacher. 

Tw. You surprise me a little, Sir: has he not had 
Ordination of the Bishop ? 

Min. No such thing, John; — he has not had the 
Bishop's Ordination for what he docs: he is now doing 
the work of a Dissenter, and splitting and separating the 
Flock of Christ ; and" you surely can see but little differenct 
in effeet, whether a man get into the Church by tht 
Bishop's Ordination , and then does the Dissenter's work , 
or whether a Dissenter , without Ordination be admitted 
into the Church to do his own work. The evil work is 
done; and that should satisfy any reasonable Christian, 
that such a man is not likely to-be a real Minister of 
Christ. But , when a man receives his Ordination of the 
Bishop, it is Ordination and authority not to do just what 
he pleases — that he could do without Ordination: but to 
that work which the Bishop shall commit to his care. For 
what is Ordination but the giving and receiving that Di- 
vine Authority of which we have been speaking? But 
any one may see, that, unless the Ordainer specify to 
wlmt he ordains the candidate , it is , in fact , no Ordina- 
tion : for try the case , in plain words , and make the 
Bishop ordain a man to do as these men do : I ordain thee 
to llw rvorh and office of a Priest ; take thou authority to 
do just what you please , under any pretence you like best! I 

J\o. That , Sir , is too absurd to think of twice. 



Min. Then, John it must follow that the person 
is ordained to do what the Bishop pleases ; which is , in 
fact , the case , as every one of common sense must know. 
— Now , the Bishop , at the time of Ordination , specified 
and declared to Mr. B. and the other Clergy in these words , 
*Keceive the Holy Ghost for the Office aud work of a Priest 
in the Church of God, and be thou a faithful dispenser 
of the Word of God and of His Holy Sacraments'; then 
delivering the Bible to every one of them, he said, 'Take- 
thou authority to preach the Word of God, and to minister 
the Holy Sacraments in the Congregation WHERE thou 
shalt be lawfully appointed thereto*. He first calls the man 
to his saered Office , and then gives him authority to act. 
Now, observe how Mr. B. proceeds; he acts exactly as 1 
if the Bishop had given him no directions, but had left him 
to do as he ple'ased; for this Mf. B. does, without the 
least regard to his Ordination. 

Tu>. Why, Sir, surely the Bishop told Mr. B. to 
take authority to preach the Word , and so forth. 

Mm. Ah ! John, that's not fair: none of your ' so 
ferths' , if you please. And do you really mean to prove 
that Mr. B. is a true Gospel preacher in this way? 

Tw. Really , Sir , I think nothing can make it more 
clear. 

Htn. In the same way , I can prove to you , that 
the Bible speaks blasphemy; in the li.th Psalm it is sai<$ 
* there is no God'- 



Tw. True , Sir , but if you read it all , it runs thus : 
' The fool bath said in his heart , there is no God \ 

Min. True, John; and if you will read all the 
Bishop's words , they run thus : ' Take thou authority to 
preach in the congregation WHERE thou slialt be lawfully 
appointed thereunto ' ; not to preach any where he pleases t 
but in that congregation alone to which he has a lawful 
appointment. 

Tw. That is very just to be sure , Sir. 

Min. Now if your Gospel preacher will preach any 
where but in that congregation to which be is lawfully 
appointed , be goes beyond the commission which the Bi- 
shop gave bim , which is the same thing as going without 
it; for if, when I send a man upon my business, he shall 
take it in bis head to transact another for himself, it is 
plain enough he has my authority for the first, but cer- 
tainly not for the last; he does my business to be sure, 
but the rest he does for himself. Therefore in this proper 
and accurate sense of Ordination . your Gospel preacher has 
it not; he stands upon the same ground as the Dissenting 
teacher. But forasmuch * as without the Bishop', says 
a holy Father, * nothing can be done* , he who acts without 
the Bishop's authority, acts against it; and that under the 
false pretence of acting with it; for as he could without Or- 
dination do as he pleased, and go beyond the Bishop's com- 
mission , so it is plain bis Ordination serves him only as a 
blind (o deceive others. And that Mr. B. does knowingly 
and wittingly act in open rebellion to the Bishop , ( that 
is, in open opposition to the authority by which he pre- 
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tends he has licence to act at all), is plain, not only from the 
argument just stated ,' but from the overt acts of Mr. B. and 
his colleagues and connections, who upon occasions glory 
in their opposition. Therefore, in this, instance, we 
find Mr. B. upon the same ground with the Dissenting 
teacher: who nevertheless stands upon his ground with 
honour, and acts neither artfully in this respect , nor false- 
ly ; Mr. B. plays the hypocrite in a most sho king man- 
ner: he receives the Bishop's Ordination, which puts him 
into the Church , and then acts directly in opposition to it. 
This , John , is the way of thera , and the people love to 
have it so, and thereby suck they no small advantage 

Trv. We ought to be fair and just with every one i 
and surely Mr. B cannot be censured for goihj; beyond 
his commission, or intruding into your flock , so long as he 
keeps to his own church. If strangers will flock to his 
preaching, that is not hi* fatirlt, but theirs; and I remem- 
ber hearing him one day defend him-elf in this v\ay, 
when a friend was telling hifa how the neighbouring Clergy 
look' upon him. 

Min: Ah, neighbour, there is more sound than 
sense in such a defence as that He certainly preaches in 
his. own church, if he mean thereby the building so 
callfed; but he does by no means confine himself to his 
church of Christians' committed to' his care. On the 
contrary; he take* all possible means with the neighbouring 
Christians to rti»ke them despise thei> own Ministers as 
heretics, and to prefer him , as the only Gospel pfeachet! 
In short, if you consider the' thing, it is evident, that 
• h* interferes with my ministration* as nfueli as possible; 
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be baptizes my people , he administers the Sacrament , 
and be preaches to them ; and as for his performing these 
offices in his own church , that is a case of necessity , for 
he knows he could not do it here. 

Tw. You think * then , I see , Sir , that Mr. B. has 
no right to preach or to minister the Holy Sacraments 
of Baptism, and the Lord's Supper, to any congregation 
hut his own ? 

Urn, If he has any regard to vows and solemn pro- 
mises, he cannot. 



Tw But pray what tows and promises 

lias Mr* B. made to prevent him? 

Min. Several , neighbour Twilight ; several ; though 
one I should think enough to bind a Christian. Give me 
that large Prayer- Book* and I will show out of the 
'Office for Ordering Priests and Deacons \ two or three of the 
so'emn vows and promises that Mr. B. your Evangelical 
Minister, has made. Ay, here it is! The Bishop said to 
Mr. B 'Will you give your faithful diligence always SO 
to minister the doctrine aod Sacraments , and the Discipline 
of Christ , as the Lord bath commanded , and AS THIS 
CHURCH AND REALM HATH RECEIVED THE 
SAME? Mr. B. answered and promised, *i will do so 
by the help of the Lord '. Now , this Church and Realm 
hath committed the people of the different parishes therein r 
each to its respective pastor and to him alone; for the 
Bibhop gives the pastor his charge in these words,, when 
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he institutes to a Living: 4 We 9 by Divine permission 9 
&c. charge you in tbe Lord with the care of the souls of 
the said parish , and with the government of the Church 
aforesaid \ Which form of words by giving the pastor 
the absolute care, of course excludes others from any inter- 
ference with it. AH this order and discipline of the Church 
and Realm, is by Mr. B contemned and violated. The 
Bishop puts this question likewise : ( Will you maintain and 
set forwards , as much as lietb in you , quietness , peace t 
and love among all Christian people &c. ? * — • I will do so, f 
said your Gospel preacher •> 'the Lard being my helper. ' 
Alas! neighbour Twilight, what can we think of Gospel 
preachers' regard for this their solemn vow? what dispo- 
sition do they manifest to quietness* peace, and love?..; 
. . Again , the Bishop , in the Name of God , de- 
manded of those who received Ordination of him , ' Will 
you reverently obey the Ordinary , and other Chief Minis- 
ters unto whom is committed the charge and government 
over you? following with a glad mind and will their god- 
ly admonitions, and submitting yourselves to their godly 
judgments?' To which Mr. B. and the rest of them an- 
swered , * I will so do , the Lord being my helper. ' But 
do the Gospel preachers keep this solemn promise ? So far 
from it, neighbour Twilight, that you know how they 
speak evil of the Bishop's dignity , and despise bis govern- 
ment (Jude). You know too, how they do this wick* 
edness not in ignorance, but fraudulently , and deliberate- 
ly; the very men who today despise the government • and 
speak evil of the dignity of the Bishop , you find were yes- 
terday candidates at the gate of the palace for Holy Or- 
ders , for pretended commission and authority from the Bishop 
to act in opposition to that commission , and to (ly in the face 



of that wry authority. » 

flikcs • 3.<* Dialogue , London , 1817, pp. 57 — 65. 



B. 



It were something more than frivolous to argue , that 
these Canons are perpetually violated by the occasional as. 
distance afforded in' the Desk or Pulpit by one Clergyman 
to another. For when such help is rendered in the presence 
of the regular Incumbent, the assistant Minister or Preach- 
er is not to be regarded as acting upon his own authority 
or liceuce , but as the mouthpiece or organ of the Minister 
whose place be takes; of whom he is a representative, act- 
ing , as a delegate , in his name and person. And so again 
in the case of casual or sudden illness of the regular Mi- 
nister ; it must be supposed in all fairness that these Canons 
never were designed to stop the Church's Services, till a 
substitute , specially and duly, licensed by the Bishop for the 
place and the occasion , could be provided. Such cases or 
emeruencies come plainly under the dictum * Exceptio pro- 
bat rejiulam. ' However by the 52 nd Canon, enacting 
that names of strange Preachers shall be enrolled in a book 
to be provide.! for ihat purpose, it is plain that the Church 
has ht'rself contemplated and made provision for such cases'; 
and hence , therefore , that she does not herself consider 
them as any infringement of her rules or canons. 






c. 



.• •; v ' ■:.-.■' I-'', i- ■ ;-vl :.-■:■ - ; . ■» ':- • .! : ■> 
a When it was proposed to the Clefgyofths CofnVocav ^ 
tion of Canterbury , a; to acknowledge the King supreme 
Head of the Church and Clergy of England , they absolute- 
ly refused to pass this title simplyand unconditionally; and 
after much discussion, the Kfrig was at last obliged to accept 
it with a proviso , introduced by the Clergy , to the fol- 
lowing effect : 'Ecclesiaeet clegrtAnglicani singularem pro- 
tectorem et unicum et supremufft mminum , et ( quantum per 
Christi legem licet ) etiam suprcmum caput, ipsius majesta- 
tera recognoscimus/ » 

..*;•:> '.., v. ,- .1 : . -, PlWiv Iriflfftt., '!•• A 

.:•.■■.: X-.' •!• /• , -S " .■':';■ ".' \s '■ *>.■.« ♦-!■•.>" <J ' -V . "!:<', ;'•-«*:> 
; . •!»!••. *"•' *.•■..' '•: , -M'>-d! , i> 'a ".: ■ 'Ji'i-'i-''- 5» ■' if il*l\ 

fliis^was.Ar D. 1531 ; at wji(qh. time H is rtwire-t^ 
oyer important-^ remark,, thtfthe Church of Eoglaud ytks , ; 
io full: comn>uttion with Rome; .TunstalJ, Gardiner* i&c. *rh 
being. amoDjsthqrJPjrrtfltesv wd either parties,,! pr^v^QluaUy!^ 
assenting , to this act of Convocation. It was not till A. D. 
1534, that Henry apsiwetf, Ay^/ltf of>Paflitment\ (25 
Hen. VIIL cap.: 1 ) , the; titjp, of. vBtad of the Giwoh* '■>.* 

.alt is $q unfounded assertion of, our advemriep. o& j 
all denominations, that; tjie, Papal, pwtir,. was tr marred fa * 
the,, King.i The , Boyal;. supremacy i-w of a :5 perfectiyV 
distinct nature from the Papal jurMicjioa. . The..<3ei$j! s 
re^nked, the former in the, year 1531 , 9s. already e^ist-r- 
in g ; tb^-Ra pal jurisdiction continued %a#y Aoexjst along with > . 
it tjll; 1S>34? } (ol which we have a, proof in the facfe. *that;t 
Cranmer , in the judgment 00 King. Henry's marrjagp^ 1 533,,c 
retained the title of * Legale of the Apostolic See ' ) • It 



was then SUPPRESSED, not transferred to the King. The 
Kings of England did not at any tyne pretend to succeed 
to the authority of the Popes, but to that of their owo 
Royal Predecessors.)! 

Palm. I. 465. 



D. 



A «Headsfaip» of protection, rule, or governance in the 
Sovereign, with reference to the Church, as distinguished 
from a « Headship)) of ministerial authority, or of power of 
exercising or conferring, as from a source, any executive 
ministerial or spiritual function, is maintained clearly in 
the following passages; from some of the most learned and 
distinguished Divines , chiefly of the Church of England. 

1. «The second part, wherein consisteth the juris* 
' diction committed unto Priests and Bishops , by the autho- 
rity of Gods law , is to approve ana admit such persons as 
(being nominated , elected, and presented unto them to 
exercise the office and room of preaching the Gospel, and 
of ministering the Sacraments , and to have the cure of ju- 
risdiction over these certain people within this parish or 
tciihin this Vivcete) shall be thought unto them meet and 
i worthy to exercise the same ; and to reject and repel from 
the said room such as they shall judge to be unmeet there- 
fore.' ■ And in this part we must know and understand , 
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that the said presentation and nomination is of mtthVdrtK- 
nance , and appertaineth unto the founders and patrons , or 
other persons , according to the laws and ordinances of men 
provided for the same. As, for an example, within 
this realm , the presentation and nomination of the Bishop- 
ricks appertaineth unto the Kings of this realm; and of 
other lesser cures and personages, some unto the King's 
Highness , some unto other noble men , some unto Bishops , 
and some unto other persons , whom we call patrons of 
the benefices , according as it is provided by the' order of 
the laws and ordinances of this realm. And unto the 
Priests and Bishops belongcth* by the authority of the Gospel f 
to approve and confirm the person which shall be , by the 
Kings Highness, or the other patrons .,. so nominated 
elected and presented unto them to have the cufe 'of these 
certain people , within this certain parish or diocese, or 
else to reject fttm, as was said before, from the same, for 
his demerits or unworthiness. » 

Arch. CRANMKRS * Iostit, of a Christian Man \ 
pubM A. D. 1536, apd amended and approved 
by King Henry VIH.* . 

2. « We attribute nothing more to our Princes »+ 
obseives Bishop JEWELL ( Apol. part VI. seict. 9) - 9 a than 
what is allowed them by the Word of God , and approved 
by the examp.es «f the best Governments. For beside* 
that, the care of both tables is committed by God to a 
faithful Prince, that he may thereby understand , that not 
only civil affairs , but also sacred , belong to his office. And 
besides this , God hath often expressly commanded Princes 
to cot down the groves , and overthrow the statues and 
altars of idols , to transcribe for himself a book of the Law ; 
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*nd Iswib saith. Chap. XLIX, 23, /That Kings should 
be .nurang 'fathers to the Church , and their Queens her 
/DMi^hig.'molhib > rf; , v » (It is remarkable that the ishop 
does not quote the next part of the .verse). ((Besides all 
, these things ^ J say » we see by histories, and the examples 
oftJ.be best times, that pious Princes never thought the 
administration of ecclesiastical affairs a thing that was foreign 
to .their. duty.)> 

.1 , . 

< And ttye Bishop proceeds to cite the examples of Moses, 

Joshua , David , Solomon ( especially in that « he removed 

Abiatfiar, th$, Highpriest , and substituted , Zadok in his 

•place » ) * Hezefciah.,. Jehosbapbat , Josjah , Joash , and Jehu 

. from. §crip ; Uire, in.prool of his. position in the preceding 

section (8), that Rings ijrjd Civil Authorities have a ruling 

,jcoactjivA.po\^ of the priests, and 

..compel them ip .<fo tfyqir . duty and keep them to, it. » 

It must however be remarked, that all these cases 

artf-cttftfe&ccPy thosG oT Mphatths or others, acting under 

"express Divintfro^ IJavid, and Solomon, 

under the immediate "inspiration of God. * And also it is 

to^lje noted, that the. main seppq of the Bishop's argument 

; 'is to prove tfye right of Princes to summon or attend Gene- 

/ ral , Councils; agamst ,lh6 int(a-mpntfiie Roman .thepry, or 

. dpgina » ,tjbat the Pope aloj^ can surpmon or preside at. such. 

ip^t, h fh$ onlj head of the Church., if by 






, the .H^jj ' V^u ijnderrtjuidithat" which giveth the -body, lite, 
-.^epst^jj^ only, by his Spirit dplh give 

j .life gnjl jguljp^ei^. to his tody* Ue en!) doth pour spiritual 
. ^;$uys j^.p ij., and doth inwardly direct ajid govern it. 



Likewise he is only the head of the whole Church , for that 
title cannot agree to any other. But if by the head 
you understand an external ruler and governor of any parti- 
cular nation or church , ( in which signification head is usu- 
ally taken) then I do not perceive why the magistrate 
may not as well be called the head of the church , i. e. 
the chief governor of it in the external policy , as he is 
called the head of the people , and of the commonwealth. 
And as it is no absurdity to say, that the civil magistrate 
is head of the commonwealth , next and immediately un- 
der God , ( for it is most true ) v so is it none to say , that 
under God also he is head of the church , i. e. chief go- 
vernor , as I have hefore said. » < 

Archb. Whitgift, Def. 300,301, quoted in Keble's Hooker vol. iii. 38*. 

4. LIMITATION OF THE SOVEREIGNS SUPRE- 
MACY. 

« Supremacy is no otherwise intended or meant thta 
to exclude partly foreign powers, and partly the power 
which belong eth in several unto others, contained as parte 
within that politic body over which those kings have su- 
premacy. 

Hook. Ecc. Pol. VIII. ii. 3. Keble's Ed. iii. 343. 

Touching that which is now in hand , we are on all 
sides fully agreed ; that some kinds of actions con- 
versant about such affairs are denied unto kings ; as , namely , 
actions of the power of order , and of that power of jurisdiction f 
which is with it unseparably joined ; power to administer 
the word and sacraments , power to ordain , to judge as an 
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ordinary , to bind and loose, to excommunicate, and such 
like : thirdly , that even in these very actions which are 
proper unto dominion , there must be some certain rule , 
whereunto kings in all their proceedings ought to be strict- 
ly tied. » 

Ibid. VIII. ii. 16. Vol. iii. 356. 

«c Wherefore in regard of ecclesiastical laws, we wil- 
lingly embrace that of Ambrose , ' Imperator bonus intra 
ecclesiam, non supra ecclesiam est 9 ; * kings have dominion 
to exercise in ecclesiastical causes , but according to the laws 
of the Church \ Whether it be therefore the nature of courts . 
or the form of pleas , or the kind of governors , or the or- 
der of proceedings in whatsoever spiritual businesses; for 
the received laws and liberties of the Church the king hath 
supreme authority and power , but against them , none. 



What such positive laws have appointed to be done 
by others than the king, or by others with the king, and 
in what form they have appointed the doing of it , the same 
6f necessity must be kept , neither is the king's sole autho- 
rity to alter it. 

Yea, even as it were a thing unreasonable, if in 
civil affairs the king ( albeit the whole universal body did 
join with him) should do any thing by their absolute su- 
preme power for the ordering of their state at home , in 
prejudice of any of those ancient laws of nations which are of 
force throughout the world, because the necessary commerce 
of kingdoms dependetb on them; so in principal matters 
belonging to Christian religion, a thing very scandalous and 
offensive it must needs be thought , if either kings or laws 



— 19 — 

should dispose of the affairs of God , without any respect 
had to that which of old hath been reverently thought of 
throughout the world, and wherein there is no law of 
God which forceth us to swerve from the way wherein 
so man; and so holy ages have gone. 

Wherefore not without good consideration the very 
law itself (1 Eliz. c. 1. §. 36) hath provided, 'That 
judges ecclesiastical appointed under the king's commission 
shall not adjudge for heresy any thing but that which 
heretofore hath been so adjudged by the authority of the 
Canonical Scriptures, or by the first FOUR GENERAL 
COUNCILS, or by some othei General Council wherein the 
same hath been declared heresy by the express words of 
the said Canonical Scriptures, or such as hereafter shall be 
termed heresy by the high court of parliament of this realm , 
with the assent of the Clergy in the Convocation'. By which 
words of the law, who doth not plainly see, how in that 
one branch of proceeding by virtue of the king's supreme 
authority, the credit which those Four General Councils 
have throughout all churches evermore had, was judged bj 
the makers of the aforesaid Act a just cause wherefore thej 
should be mentioned in that case , as a requisite part of the 
rule wherewith dominion was to be limited jo. 

Ibid. VIII. ii. 17. Vol. iii. 358, 9. 



« The headship which we give unto kings is altoge- 
ber visibly exercised , and order eth only the external frame 
of the Church's affa rs here, amongst us ; so that it plainly 
differeth from Christ's, even in very nature and kind». 

Ibid. VIII. IV. 5. Vol. Hi. 374. 

« Christ is head as being the fountain of life and 
ghostly nutriment, the well-spring of spiritual blessings 
poured into the body of the Church; they «(oi her governors) 
« heads, as being his principal instruments for the Church's 
outward government: He head, as founder of the house; 
they as his chiefest overseers ». 

Ibid.'VUI. IV. 9. Vol. iii. 386. 

« Touching the king's supereminent authority in com- 
manding, and in judging of causes ecclesiastical; First to 
explain therein our meaning , It hath been taken as if we 
did hold, that kings may prescribe what themselves think 
good to be done in the service of God ; how the word shall 
be taught , how sacraments administered : that kings may 
personally sit in the consistory where bishops do, hearing 
and determining what causes soever do appertain unto those 
courts : that kings and queens in their own proper persons 
are by judicial sentence to decide the questions which rise 
about matters of faith and Christian religion: that kings may 
excommunicate: finally, that kings may do whatsoever is 
incident unto the office and duty of an ecclesiastical judge. 
Which opinion because we count as absurd as they who have 
fathered the same upon us, we do them to wit that thus 
our meaning is , and no otherwise : There is not within 
this realm any ecclesiastical officer, that may by the autho- 
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rity of his own place command universally throughout the 
kings dominions; but they of his people whom one may 
command, are to auother's commandment unsubject: only 
the king's royal power is of so large compass, that no 
man commanded by him according to order of law, can 
'plead himself to be without the bounds and limits of that 
authority ; 1 say , according to order of law , because with us 
the highest have thereunto so tied themselves , that otlierwise 
than so they lake not upon them to command any)). 

Ibid. VIII. vin. 1. Vol. iii. 431. 



« In this respect therefore we must needs think the 
state of our own church much better settled than theirs » ( of the 
early church) « was; because our laws have with far more 
certainty prescribed bounds unto each kind of power. All 
decisions of things doubtful, and corrections of things amiss, 
are proceeded in by order of law , what person soever he be 
unto whom the administration of judgment belmgetju It is 
neither permitted unto prelate nor prince to judge and de- 
termine at their own discretion , but law hath prescribed 
what both shall do. What power the king hath , he hath 
it by law, the bounds and limits of it are known; the 
entire community giveth general order by law how all things 
publicly are to be done, and the king as head thereof, 
the highest in authority over all, causeth according to the 
same law every particular to be framed and ordered thereby. 
The whole body politic maketh laws, which laws give 
power unto the king, and the king having beund himsftf 
to use according unto law that power , it so falleth out , that 
the execution of the one is accomplished by the other in 



m<tet religious and peaceable sort.» 

Ibid. VIII. Yin 8. Vol. iii. 443. 

5. The following extracts from the Coronation Oath 
and Service substantiate beyond all possibility of cavil or de- 
nial the foregoing positions. 

THE OATH. 

a Archbishop Will you solemnly promise and swear 
to govern the people of this United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland, and the Dominions thereto belonging, 
according to the Statutes in Parliament agreed on, and 

the respective Laws and Customs of the same? 

And will you maintain and preserve inviolably the Settlement 
Of the United Church of England and Ireland, and the 
Bactrim, Worship; DISCIPLINE, AND GOVERNMENT 
thereof, AS BY LAW ESTABLISHED within England and 
Ireland , and the territories thereunto belonging ? And will 
you preserve unto THE BISHOPS AND CLEBGY of En- 
gland and Ireland, and to the CHURCHES THERE COM- 
MITTED TO THEIR CHARGE, all such RIGHTS AND 
PRIVILEGES, as by LAW do, or shall appertain to them, 
or any of them ? 



Queen. All this I promise to do. 



Then the Queen arising out of Her Chair, attended by Her 
Supporters, and assisted by the Lord Great Chamber Lin , the Sword 
of State being carried before Her, shall go to the Altar, and there 
make Her Solemn Oath in the sight u[ all the People, to observe 
ihe Premises: Lading Her right hand upon the Holy Gospel in the 
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Great Bible which was before carried inlbe Procession, and isnaw 
brought from the Altar by the Archbishop, and tendered to Hel 
as she kneeli upon the steps , saying these words : 

The things which I have here before promised , I 
will perform and keep. 

So help me God. 

Then the Queen kisseth the Book v and signelh the OATH . » 

Service at the Coronation of Her Majesty Queen 
Victoria, 28> June 1838, pp. 27, 28. 

At the Delivery of the Sword «into the Queen's 
Right Hand , and she holding it , the Archbishop saith : 

Receive this Kingly Sword, brought now from the 
Altar of God , and delivered to you by the hands of us 
the Bishops and Servants of God . though Unworthy. With 
this Sword do Justice, stop the Growth of Iniquity, PRO- 
TECT THE HOLY CHURCH OF GOD, help and defend 
Widows and Orphans, restore the things that are gone to 
decay , maintain the things that are restored , punish and 
reform what is amiss, and confirm what is in good Order: 
that doing these things , you may be glorious in all virtue ; 
and so faithfully serve our Lord Jesus Christ in this life, 
that you may reign forever with Him in the Life which 
is to come. A MEN. » 

Ibid. pag. 34* 
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At the Investiture with the Rings «lhe Archbishop 
puts it on the Fourth Finger of Her Majesty's Right Hand, 
and saith : 

Receive this Ring, the Ensign of Kinply Dignity, 
AND OF DEFENCE OF THE CATHOLIC FAITH. » 

Ibid. p. 37. 

At the Inthronization , « the Te Deum being ended f 
the Queen will ascend the Theatre, and be lilted up into 
Her Throne by the Archbishop and Bishops , and other Peers 
of the Ringdt m , and being Inthronized , or placed therein r 
all the Great Officers , those that bear the Sw ords and 
the Sceptres, and the rest of the Nobles, stand round 
about the steps of the Throne, and the Archbishop stand- 
ing before the Qneen , saith ; 

Stand firm , and hold fast from henceforth the Seat 
and State of Royal and Imperial Dignity, which is this 
day delivered unto you in the Name, and by the Autho- 
rity of Almighty God , and by the Hands of Us the Bis* 
shops and Servants of God , though unworthy : And as you 
see TJs to approach nearer to God's Altar , so vouchsafe the 
more graciously to continue to Us your Royal Favour and 
Protection. And the Lord God Almighty , whow Minis- 
ters we are, and the Stewards of his Aysteries, estahiifb 
your Ihrone in Righteousness, that it may stand fast forwr- 
m ore, like as tha Sun before Him , and as the faithful 
Witness in Heaven. AMEN. » 

Ibid. p. 46, 



6. «Docendi munus, vel dubia Legis explicandi , 
non assumit ( Rex ) , non vel Conciones habendi 9 vel Rei 
Sacra praeeundi , vel Saeramenta celebrandi ; non vel persona* 
saerandi , vel res ; non vel clavium jus , vel censures. Verbo 
dicara; nihil ille sibi, nihil nos illi fas putamus attingere, 
quae ad Sacerdotale mums spectant , seu potestatem Ordinis 
consequuntur. Procul hoec habet Rex ; procul a se abdicate » 

BISHOP ANDREWES, Tortura Torti, p. 380. 



7. « And thus King James (the l.* 1 ), who was a 
person well acquainted with the extent of his own power: 
The Ring's Supremacy, saith he, implies a power to com- 
mand 'obedience to be given to the word of God, by 
reforming religion according to his prescribed will , by 
assisting the spiritual power with his temporal sword , by 
reformation of corruption , by procuring due obedience to the 
Church , by judging and cutting off all frivolous questions and 
schisms, as Constantine did, and finally, by making deco- 
rum to be observed in all indifferent things for that purpose, 
which is the only intent of the Oath of Supremacy. ' » 

KING JAMES' Apol. Works p. 284 , as quoted by Bishop 
Beveridge , Works Vol. VII. pag. 560. 

8. To the second (head) it was answered, that it 
was a vain objection, because, by the doctrine and practice 
of the Church of England, none but a licensed Minister 
might preach, nor either publikely or privately administer 
the Eucharist, or the Lord's Supper. » 

Conference at Hampton Court before the King ( James I ) 
Jan. 16, 1603; Gardw. Goaf. p. 181. 
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« And here , because that Doctor Reynolds had twice 
before obtruded fhe King's Supr?macie; first, in the article 
concerning the Pope, secondly, in ihe po^nt of subscription, 
His Majesty at those times said nothing: but now growing 
to an end , he said , * 1 shall speak of one matter more ; 
yet somewhat out of order ; but it skillelh not. Dr. Reynolds' f 
quoth the King , * you have often spoken for my Supremacy , 
and it is well; but ku«'W you any here, or any elsewhere , 
who like of the present government ecclesiastical , that tind 
fault or dislike my Supremacy? Dr. Reynolds said, No. 
Why then, said His Majesty, 1 will tell jou a tale. After 
Jthat the religion restored by King Edward the Sixth, 
was soon overthrown by the succession of Queen Mary here 
in England, we in Scotland felt the effect of it. Whereupon 
Master Knox writes to the Queen Regent, (of whom 
Without flattery I may say , that she was a vertuous and 
Inpderate lady , ) telling her that she was Supreme Head 
of the Church , and charged Her , as she would answer 
it before Gcd's tribunal, to take care *f Christ hisEvangill, 
and of suppressing the Popish Prelates who withstood the 
same. Rut how long, trow ye, did this continue? Even so 
long, till by her authority the Popish Bishops were repress- 
ed, he himself and his adherents were brought in, and 
well settled , and by these meanes made strong enough to 
undertake the matters of reformation themselves. Then loe , 
they began to make small account of her Supremacy, nor 
would longer rest on her authority , but took the cause iiAb 
their own hand, and according to that more light where- 
with t)iey were illuminated, made a further reformation 
of religion. How they used that poor lady my mother is 
not unknown, and With grief I may remember it: who 4 
because she had not been otherwise instructed , did desire 



fcnly a private Chapell wherein to serve God after her manner, 
with some few selected person* , but her Supremacy was 
not sufficient to obtain it at their hands: and how they 
dealt with me in my minority you all know; it was not 
-done secretly , and though I would , I cannot conceal it. I 
will apply it thus*. And then putting his hand to his hat, 
his Majesty said , 6 My Lords the Bishops , I may thank yoa 
that these men do tuus plead (or my Supremacy: thy 
think they cannot make their party good against you, but 
by appealing unto it ; as if you , or some that adliere unto 
you, were not well affected towards it. But if once you 
were out , and they in place , I know what would become 
of my Supremacy. NO BISHOP , NO KING , as before 

I said. » 

Ibid. p. 203. 



9. The learned Crakanthorpe , in his celebrated 
« Defence of the Anglican Church against SI. A. De Domiois, 
the (Romish) Archbishop of Spalatro » . says, « At scit interim 

uni versus Orbis authoritatera seq potestatem 

niillam sacerdolalem (quae in executione sacerdotalium officiorum 
posita est), sed Imperatoriam $;»lum (quae sita est in regmdo 
et cogendo Sacerdotes in ipsorum Regnis , ut hoec juxta 
ipsorum oificium exequantur) Regibus et Imperatoribus a 
nobis attribui. [mperialis est ipsorum potestas, qon Pontic 
ficalis ; Coactiva est , oon Direciiva aut Definitiva in causis 
fidci ; Mandator ia est , nop Exequutorla. » 

CRAKANTH. Defens. (Lond. 1625) Oxon, 1847, p. 595, 



10. Bishop Mountague (in answering an objection 
of a Papist) as cited in Bishop Cosin's Account of the Con* 
ferences at York House, Febr. 11. lh 1685, at which 
the Duke of Buckingham presided, had written thus: 
« We say Princes have supreme power on earth under God 
over all persons, in all causes whatsoever, within their do- 
minions, even in causes merely ecclesiastical , to com*- 
fe\ them to do their duties by the civil sword. Not over 
all causes to do as they will , to command or change 

belief or faith » « Whereupon the Duke, turning 

•himself to the Bishop of Lichfield , * My Lord ', said be, ' I pray 
hear me read you a passage here out of Dr. M.'s own words, to 
answer your accusation withal : « Can your small understanding 
put no difference betwixt over all and in all, betwixt persons and 
causes? Over M persons in M causes is one thing; over each, 
or over causes without/jersows , looketh your way » 

' So that this accusation ', quoth my Lord the Duke , ' might have 
"been well spared; for we are allot Mr. Mountague's mind, 
and if you be not so likewise , my Lord of Lichfield , you 
are much to blame. ' 

BISHOP COSIN'S Works, Oxon. 1S45. Vol. ii. p. 53. 

11. Bishop Jeremy Taylor writes thus on the re- 
spective limits of Episcopal and Civil jurisdiction. 

«The Ancient Canons asserting the Bishop's power in 
Cognitione causarum , speak in most large and comprehensive 
terms. * Tliey have power to do what they list. ' Their 
power is as large as their will. So the Council of Chalcedon 
before cited. It was no larger though, than St. PauV» 
expression, 'for to this end also did I write, that I might 
know the proof of you f whether ye be obedient IN ALL 
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THINGS.' A large extent of power when the AppjUes 
expected an Universal obedience. 'IN ALL THINGS.' 
And so the stile of the Church runs in descension ; so 
Ignatius, 'ye must do NOTHING without your BISHQP\ 
* (o contradict him in NOTHING. ' The egression is fre-r 
quent in him , Mo comprehend all things in his judgment 
or cognizance , ' so the Council of Autiocb { Can. 9 ) . 

But these Universal expressions must be understood 
secundum Mjateriam sufrjcctam, so St. Ignatius expresses 
himself. Ye mjust without your Bishop do nothing ; nothing 
of things pertaining to tlie Church. So also the Councrl qf 
Antioch , The things &f the Church are committed to the Bishop 
to whom all the people is intrusted. Th* y are Ecclesiastical 
persons, it is an Ecclesiastical power they are endowed with, 
it is for a spiritual end , viz. the regiment of the Church , 
and the good of souls , and therefore only those things 
which are in this order are of Episcopal cognizance. And 
what are those things? 

1 Whatsoever. • • • the secular tribunal did 

take cognizance pf before it was Christian, the same *t 
takes notice of after it is Christened. And these are all 
actions Civil, all publick violations of Justice, all breach of 
Municipal laws. these the Church hath nothing to do 
with 

2. The Bishop s All comes in after this ; And he 
is judge of all those causes which Christianity hath brought 
in upon a new stock , by its new distinctive Principles I 
say, by its new Principles ; for there where it extends 
justice, apd pursues the laws of nature, there the secular 
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rib'iaal is also extended if it be Christian; The Bishop 
*ets nothing of that: Bat those things which Christianity 
(as it prescinds from the interest of the republick ) hath 
mtroduc'd, all them, and all the causes emergent fro rat hern the 
IhVio/) is Judje of. Such are causes of Fa th, Ministration of 
Sacraments , and Sacraments, SUBORDINATION OF 1NFE- 
RlOURCLERGiE TO THEIR SUPERIOUR, censures, irregu- 
larities, Orders hierarchical, rites and ceremonies , liturgies* 
andpublick forms of pray ?r ( as is famous in the Ancient story 
of Ignatius, teaching his Church the first use of Antiphonas 
and Dixologies , and thence was derived to all Churches 
of Christendom ) and all such things as are in immediate 
dependance of these, as dispensation of Church- Vessels f 
and Ornaments, and Goods, receiving and disposing the 
Patrimony of the Church , and whatsoever is of the same 
consideration, according to tha 41 Canon of the Apostles. 
* Prcccipimu* ut in potestate sud Epucopus Ecdesice res ha- 
beat. ' ' Let the Bishop have the disposing the goo Is of the 
Church* ; adding this reason. 'St entm animoe hominum 
pretiosoe illi sint creditce , muUo mag's eum oportet curam 
pecuniarum g«rere ' ' He that is intrusted with our precious 
souls, may much more be intrusted with the offertories 
of faithful people. ' » 

JER. TAYLOR, Episcopacy Asserted, sect. 36. 
Ed. Folio, Lond. 1674, p.. 120. 

12. That most precise and closely argumentative pf 
all reasonors , Leslie f writes , 

« Our Kin^s claim no other ecclesiastical authority 
than was granted by God to the Kings in -Holy Scripture ; 
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and what that was we have seen before f to have nothing 
in it but mere civil power; though it might be exercised 
over ecclesiastical persons ("who are subject, as all others, 
as Christ Himself was, to the civil powers in all civil things, J 
and in ecclesiastical causes too, to punish with temporal 
pains, as well blasphemers, idolaters, and heretics, as 
thieves , robbers , &c ; as well the transgressors against the 
first as second table. Thus the godly Kings in Holy Scrip- 
ture did. Thus they were empowered by God ; and this f 
and no more is attributed to our Kings . as it is fully ex- 
pressed in our 37. lh Article , viz. « That only prerogative 
which we see to have been given always to all godly Princes 
in Holy Scripture by God Himself; that is, to rule all es- 
tates and degrees committed to their charge by God , whe- 
ther they be ecclesiastical or temporal, and to restrain with 
the civil sword the stubborn and evil doers. » These are the 
words of the Article. 

And hence it was urged , that the precedents drawn 
from any extraordinary acts of Moses , David , or Solomon 
are hereby excluded; because it is said such pierogative, 
and such only, as was always given , and to all godly Prin- 
.ces; and that is explained, viz. 'to restrain with the civil 
sword. ' 

That therefore by this, all ecclesiastical power what- 
soever is utterly disowned and disclaimed, though the civil 
power , as said hefore , may be exercised upon ecclesiasti- 
cal persons and in ecclesiastical causes. 

That this was made in explanation of the Oath of 
Supremacy , and therefore does oblige us to understand those 



words in that Oath where the King is said to be Supreme 
Governor, as well in all spiritual or ecclesiastical things 
or causes , as temporal , to extend only to civil government 
add the power of the civil sword , 

That this explanation was made necessarily ; for , as 
Bishop Burnet tells us ( Hist. "Reform, part ii. p. 386 ) 
the Bishops opposed the Queen's supremacy, as set forth 
in that Oath ; and many others were offended at it. And the 
same Bishop, in his Travels from Zurich, let. 1. p. 52, of 
the Dutch Edition at Rotterdam, 1686, quotes a letter of 
Bishop Jewels to Bullinger, dated the 22 d of May 1559; 
wherein he writes , * that the Queen refused to be called 
Head of the Church ' , and adds , 4 that the title could not be 
justly given to any mortal.' Therefore Queen Elizabeth laid 
aside the title of Head of the Church, and instead thereof 
the word Governor was put into the Oath , as it stands to 
this day ; the Ring beiu# now styled therein only Supreme 
Governor , which is a more secular word than Head, (though 
it may mean the same thing ) , and , as here explained , means 
•nly Supreme Civil Governor. 

That this Article mentions Queen Elizabeth's Injunct* 
ions, which explain and limit the Regal Supremacy, as it 
has done ; and desires that none should take the Oath in 
any other sense. 

That Primate Ussher gave the same explanation of it , 
in a speech at the Council-table in Dublin , upon occasion 
of some Magistrates there who refused the said Oath ; and 
King James F. setot him a letter of thanks and approbation 
of his speech ; both which are hi pritrt. 
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And that none of our succeeding Kings or Parliaments 
have given any other explanation of it , or required that it 
should be taken in any other sense; but all along refer to 
these. 

That the Thirtynine Articles are incorporated into bur 
Laws , and required to be subscribed by Act of Parliament. 

That therefore, if any think the farmer Acts of Par- 
liament, 25 Hen. VIII. c. 19; the 37 Hen. VIII. c. 17 1 
&c ; and the commissions for Bishopricks taken out by Oan- 
mer, Bonner, &c. cannot be reconciled by the means before 
mentioned , with that exposition in the Thirtyseventh Ar- 
ticle , &c. aud with several practices formerly , or at this 
day ; yet this they must grant , that not only former cus- 
toms, but Acts of Parliament, are superseded and annulled 
by later Acts of Parliament : and therefore if those former 
Acts cannot be so construed as to agree with the latter, the 
latter must take place ; and soon all hands it is plain, that as 
our Laws stand at present, the Church is left wholly inde- 
pendent on the State as to her purely spiritnal power and 
authority , quod erat demonstrandum. And if there is or 
has been any practices contrary to these laws , yet that 
annuls not the laws. » 

LESLIE'S Case of the Regale and of the Pontificate 
stated, publ<* 1702; Ed. Jbond. 1838 1 pp 41 — 43. 

13. Bishop Burnet, in the 3. d Chapter of his ' Re- 
flections &e. ', intituled * Some general considerations on the 
Regal Supremacy, that (vas raised so high at the Refer* 
matiop', observes, 
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«Our author hath brought together many Acts of 
Parliament with their pompous preambles, that seem to 
carry the Ring's power in ecclesiastical matters to a very 
indefinite degree, and upon all this he triumphs often , as 
if this was so improper, that it alone is enough to blast 
the whole Reformaiioo. 

Our author is much more concerned to justify aU pa- 
pal bulls, than we can be to justify all the words of our 
laws; especially the rhetoric that is in their preambles. If 
lie believes the Poje infallible, the general parts of bulk 
that set forth the doctrine of the Church , are Mich solemn 
declarations, that he must be determined by them. But 
at lowest he believes the Popes to be the ctutres of the 
catlolic unity, and all Bishops are bound by oath. to obey all 
their decrees and ordinances. Now when our author will 
undertake to justify all the preambles of bulls that are in 
the Buliarium , then we may undertake to justify all the 
flourishes that may be in any Act of Parliament. 

When §ny authority is asserted in general and inde- 
finite terms, these are alwajs to be understood with those 
restrictions and limitaiiois that the nature of things require 
to be supposed . even when they are not expressed. SU 
Paul expresses the obedience of wives to their husbands 
in terms so extremely extended, that as 'the Church is 
subject unto < brist, so ought the wives be to their ewa 
husbands in e\ery thing.' He expresses also the duty of 
children io as comprehensive terms. * Children obey your 
parents in alf things ' Now if one would draw inferences 
nrm the extent of these words, he might, taking the li- 
berty that our author takes upon some of the expressions 
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that are in our Acts of Parliament , represent the authority 
that St. Paul vests both in husbands and parents, as a very 
boundless and a very extravagant thing. This is enough to 
shew that in all those lan*e phrases of obedience , there are 
some necessary reserves and exceptions to ba understood ; 
and if this qualification is necessary, even in writings that 
were inspired, it is no wonder If some of the rhetoric of 
our Acts of Parliament wants a little of this correction. 

It is a very unreasonable thin* to unje some general 
expressions, or some stretches of the royil Supremacy, and 
not to consider that more strict explanation that was made 
of it, both in King Henry the Eighths time, and under 
Queen Elizabeth; that were so clear, that if we had to do 
with men that had not resolved beforehand not to be satis- 
fied , OBe would think th>»re could be no room for any far- 
ther cavilling. In Kins; Henry's time the extent of the King's 
Supremacy was defined in ' The necessary Erudition of a Chris- 
tian Man ' , that was set forth as the standard of the doctrine 
of that time: and it was upon this that all people were 
obliged to take their measures , and not upon some expres- 
sions either in Acts of Parliament , or Acts of the Convocation, 
nor upon some stretches of the King's Jurisdiction. In this 
then it is plainly said , that with relation to the Clergy , 
the Ring is to * oversee them , and to cause that they execute 
their pastoral office truly and faithfully, and especially in 
those points which by Christ and His Apostles was com- 
mitted to them. ' And to this it is added , * that Bishops 
and Priests are bound to obey all the Kind's Laws, not 
being contrary to tlw Laws of God \ So that here is express- 
ed that nccessqn/ resere upon their obedience; it being pro- 
vided f that they were only bound to obey when the laws 



were not contrary to the laws of God. The other reserve is 
also made of all that authority which was committed by Christ 
and His Apostles to the Bishops and Priests ; and we are 
not ashamed to own it freely v I hat we see no other reserve* 
upon cur. obedience to the King besides these;, so thai 
these being here specified , (here was an unexceptionable de- 
claration made of the extent of the King's Supremacy ;. y«i 
because the term, Head of the Church, had something in 
it that seemed harsh , there was yet a more express decla- 
ration made of this matter, under Queen Elizabeth, of which 
indeed our author hath taken notice; though I do not find 
he takes notice of the former , which he ought to have done * 
if be had intended to have represented this matter sincerely 
to the world (which I confess seems not to have troubled 
him much ). The explanation made by Queen Elizabeth is 
so express, that even our author cannot find any advantage 
against the words themselves , but acknowledges that tbejr 
are such general terms that the Article itself may be sub-- 
scribed by all sides. Since then the declared sense of those, 
general and extended expressions that are in some Acts o£ 
Parliament , is such , that there lies no just exception against 
it; and since this sense was not only given by. Queen EIi-» 
zabeth, who allowed such as took the Oath to declare thai 
they took it in that sense; but it was afterwards enacted 
both in Convocation , and in Parliament , and put into the 
body of our Confession of Faith ; this explanation must be 
considered as the true measure of the King's Supremacy; 
and the wide expressions in the former laws must be under** 
stood to be restrained by this, since posterior laws derogate 
from those that were at first made. So that according te. 
all this 9 the King's Supremacy doth not *gi*e to our Prince* 
the ministering either of God's Word or of the SacrarutaU 



• But that only v prerogative, which we see to have 

been given always, to all: godly Princes in holy Scripture? 
by God Himself ; that is , that thf y should rule all estates 
and degrees committed to their charge by God , whether 
they be ecclesiastical or temporal , and restrain with the 
civil sword the stubborn and the evil-doers \ This is all that 
Supremacy which we art bound in conscience to own ;, and 
if the letter of. the law, or the stretches of that in the admi- 
nistration of it , have carried this farther ,. we are not at all 
concerned in it; but in case any such thing were made out, 
it could amount to no more than this, that the civil power 
had made some encroachments on ecclesiastical authority ; 
but the submitting to an oppression , and the bearing it till somft 
better times may deliver us from it , is no argument against 
our Church; on the contrary, it is a proof of our temper audi 
patience , and of that respect we pay to that civil authority 
which God hath set over us, even when we think that it 
passeth its bounds. But all that we are bound to acknowledge 
in the King's Supremacy , is so well limited , that our au- 
thor hath nothing to object to it. 

So that upon the whole matter , if the great and un- 
measured extent of the papal authority made our Princes 
judge it necessary to secure themsehes from those invasions* 
by stretching their jurisdiction a little too much ; on the 
other hand, those who have submitted so tamely to the 
one, have no reason to reproach us for bearing the other ser- 
vitude, even supposing that we granted that to be the easel. 
And if in the time of our Reformation, some of our Bishops 
or other writers have carried the royal Supremacy too far , 
eitljjQt in acts of Convocation or in their writings , as those 
t^ggs are personal matters f in which we are not at all 
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concerned , who do not pretend to assert an infallibility 
in our Church ; so their excess in this was a thing so natural ' 
that we have all possible reason to excuse it , or at least 
to censure it very gently. For as all parties and persons 
are carried by a bias very common to mankind, to magnify 
that authority which labours and supports them; so the 
extremes of the papal tyranny , and the ecclesiastical power 
that had formerly prevailed, might have carried them a 
little too far in*o the opposite extreme , of raising the civil 
power too high. » 

And presently the Bishop says f «for it is to be con- 
fessed, that Church-men have by their office an indefinite 
authority of feeding the flock, WHICH CANSOT RE 
DISSOLVED BY ANY ACT OF THE PRINCES; but 
the appropriating this to such a precinct, and the support- 
ing it by civil encouragements, (it) is a human thing, 
and is therefore subject to the sovereign power. » 

BISHOP BURNET'S Reflect^* &c pp. i% — 20, 

14. «The Church is a society in its nature, design, 
duties, offices, censures, rea?Iy distinct from any (mere) 
human institution. And no Christian who believes that 
the kingdom of the Messias was to be an external , visible 
kingdom, can be of ano her opinion. And although Christ be' 
the Kin« of kings, and Lo/d of lords, and therefore, as 
kinps , they are subject to Him; yet that authority which 
Christian kin^s do exercise over their subjects, doUi not 
overthrow the rules and orders which Himself hath establish- 
ed in His Churcn; for no power demed from Him can J 
void or destroy His own laws and institutions.' Since theft 



the Church doth subsist by virtue of Christ's own appoint* 
ment , and that Chnrch is to have peculiar officers to in- 
struct and govern it , it must follow , that even in a Chris- 
tian kingdom , the Church is a society distinct from the 
commonwealth » 

BISHOP STILLINYFLFEET, Sermon at a Public Or- 
dination , March 5.th 1684 — 5 , Works , Vol. 1. p. 36$. 

15. The learned Hickes, in answering the infidel To- 
land, — for in this matter we find infidels banded with 
schismaticks of all denominations in deal in- out the same 
false criminations against the Church of England, — writes as 
follows. 

ft The Church, is not a * private voluntary society* , as 
he dreams , but , as I hope 1 have shewn it to be , a pub- 
he society of Christ's institution for the whole world, and 
under officers and governors of His own appointment, of 
which universal society all men, to whom the Gospel is 
revealed, are bound to become members,, under pain of eter^- 
nal damnalion. Secondly, that those officers and governors 
derive their power and jurisdiction from Christ , and that 
in our Church they exercised it about a thousand years be- 
fore the late laws., from which he takes his arguments , 
were made or perhaps se much as thought of by former 
Christian states. Thirdly , that the same officers and gover- 
nors in other countries, do now by authority derived from 
Christ, exercise their powers of legislation and jurisdiction; 
and have formerly exercised them in making canons, cen- 
suring unruly members , constituting and ordaining Bishops , 
Priests, and Deacons., without such restraining laws. Fourth- 
ly > that those restraining laws do no more prove the ec« 



ulesiastical power to he derived from tfcel civil, than, if ^he 
like laws were made to restrain the exercise of the paternal 
power, it would prove that fa i hers had not their povter mfl 
authority from God. The state or commonwealth , if it pleases, 
mr.y declare that fathers and husbands * have no manner of 
domestic jurisdiction , but by and under tbeKing's Majesty, 
as the only Supreme Head of all families* to whom by holy 
Scripture power and authority is given to hear and deters 
in'ine all manner of domestic causes; and that all authority of 
ftaternal and conjugal jurisdiction is drawn and deducted 
from the King'; and if 4 hey please, they may also forbid 
fathers and husbands to exercise all or any part of their 
paternal or conjugal au'hority, without a licence from the 
King. And upon supposition of such laws, 1 would fain 
.&noW of our author , whether in his own way of arguing 
it would follow, that parents had no antecedent Ewine 
Authority over their children, nor husbands any antecedent 
authority over their wives , nor either of them auy power 
from God of legislation or jurisdiction in their families , 
-prior to these laws. » 

.... «The Parliament, whew it pleases, may make penal 
4aws to forbid fathers , not to mention other things , to read the 
Scriptures, or pray in their famrtres, or catechize their 
children; and the Clergy not to pray , or preach, or cate- 
chize, or baptize, or administer the Holy Eucharist publicly, 
without the King's express commission under the broad seal ; 
hut would it follow from thence, that the paternal of sacer- 
dotal power or duty, to do those things, commenced with 
those laws, or that they had no antecedent authority from 
God to do them before those penal -laws were made? Those 
restraining laws therefore, which eur author bath so pom* 
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peusly cited to prove that * Bishops have no powffr of legis- 
lation or jurisdiction , but mediate' y from the Parliament 9 
and immediately from the King \ only prove that , under 
pain of such and such severe and terrible penalties , they 
cannot without the King's leave and licence first obtained 
exercise the power and authority they have or>g>nally from 
God f or exert it in other manner , or upon other persons , 
than .the laws have appointed : and the Church's obedience 
and submission to such laws (I do not say with my author 
above cited , ' till some better times deliver us from them ' ) 
is no argument aga : nst the Divine original of her power, 
which she derived from the Apostles^ the Apostles from Christ, 
and Christ from God*. 



• What I have here said shews the vanity of his ar~ 
gument, by which he would prove that the Bishops in con* 
secrating other Bishops ' act ministerially by virtue of the 
Royal authority ' ; for they act as their predecessors did in 
All Christian countries before such laws were made, as God's 
ministers , who have power from Him to consecrate other 
Bishops; which power as to circumstantials, and particu- 
larly as to persons, they exercise and bring into act as the 
magistrate by law appoints; but if the magistrate either 
refuses to have any more Bishops consecrated , or will have 
them consecrate none but unqualified or unworthy persons, 
in such sad cases they owe no obedience to him, or other 
submission to his laws than with exemplary patience and 
meekness to undergo the penalties; and in such ruptures 
and persecutions , it is their duty to exercise that original 
power they derived from God prior to all human laws-, 
and, trusting in Him ^ to provide as well as they can, 



for the being and preservation of the Church.* 

HICKES on the Christian Priesthood , Oxf. 1847 f 
Vol. 1. pp. 242 — 245. 

«When we speak of the independent power of the 
Church, we only mean that it hath a power and policy 
of its own different from that of the Empire, upon which 
it must subsist in all countries, be it united with or» dis- 
united from the commonwealth , be it in a state of peace 
and union, or of persecution and rupture, from the Civil 
Government; and that this independent power of the Church 
is not a co-ordinate power, and repugnant to the Empire, 
but subordinate to it, the Church being a society which 
gives to Coesar all the things that are C(rsar's, which sub- 
jects her people and Priests to his authority , be he believer 
or unbeliever , friend or foe , protector or persecutor ; and 
which exempts none of her society from his obedience or 
tribunals , or pretends to depose him , or dispose of his do- 
minions, though he turn apostate, heretic, or tyrant; or 
to lift up any hand against him , except in prayer to heaven; 
but on the contrary she teaches her people to suffer evil 
from him patiently; and let me tell him, that this pure, 
holy, and peaceable doctrine of not resisting the magistrate , 
is that which keeps the Church from thwarting the Stale , 
or clashing with it, even when it clashes with the Church. » 

Ibid. pp. 249, 250. 



— 43 — 

a But though in his book he (Tindal) hath made Kings 
no better than the servants of the people , yet inconsistently 
with himself and his noble scheme of government , he mag- 
nifies their supremacy in Spirituals , and would make th<>m 
CIVIL POPES to the Church , who have power to exempt 
her subjects from their spiritual obedience and subjection to 
her , to indict all her spiritual censures, and execute all her 
spiritual offices , and In short , to be the reverse of the Pope 
to the Clergy, and plainly to be the Hierarchs of the Church , 
as the Pope pretends to be to them. This Papal-like power 
to devour and swallow up the power of the Church , and 
destroy her jurisdiction and tribunals, he gives to our Mo- 
earths over the Church of England , especially. in Parliament # 
which he will not allow them over any other Church or 
religious society of his own making, in which "the peasant 
is equal in authority to the Prince '. But he is free and 
prodigal in giving our Princes as great power , and as de- 
structive over the national Church and her Clergy , as the 
Popes claim over them ; and the true reason why he is so 
free to give what no human power on earth can give them , 
is , that when this Civil Demogorgon , as he would make 
the magistrate, had devoured the Church; his Polyphemus 
of the people, in virtue of their natural rights, might 
swallow yp the magistrate ; and then our Princes and Priests 
would soon know by what tenure they hold their Crowns 
and Mitres, and the masters whom they had the happiness 
and honour to serve. » 

Ibid. pp. 252 , 253, 



16. «(>. Can the Supreme Civil Magistrate com- 
municate these Spiritual Powers to Church Officers? 

A. The Nature of these Powers being purely spi- 
ritual , and hating a relation to the Souls of Men., can only 
be conveyed in that Way and Manner Christ has appoint- 
ed; who delegated these Powers only to his Apostles and 
their Successors; and without his express Commission no 
Man ought to take upon himself, or communicate to others 
a Power to sign and seal Covenants in his name. This 
Commission the Apostles and their Successors exercised in 
all Places, aud even in Opposition to the liulers that then 
were ; so that the Church subsisted as a distinct Society 
from the State for above three hundred Years, when the 
Civil Government was only concerned to suppress and destroy 
it. Indeed when the Church received the Benetit of Incor- 
poration and Protection from the State , she was. content U> 
suffer some Limitations as to the Exercise of these Powers , 
and thought herself sufficiently recompensed by the Advan- 
tages that accrued to her by the Incorporation. 

Q. Wherein then consists the Supremacy of Sovereign 
Magistrates ? 

A. In ruling all Estates and Degrees committed to their 
Charge by God , whether they be Ecclesiastical or Tempo- 
ral^ Art. 37). In exercising their Civil Power in Ecclesi- 
astical Causes , as well as over Ecclesiastical Persons , and 
in restraining with the civil Sword the Stubborn and Evil 
doers. So that all Persons in their Dominions, Spiritual as 
well as Temporal , are subject to their Authority ; because 
when Men became Ministers in the Church they did not 



cease to be Subjects of ike State. Every Soul roust ke 
subject to the higher Powers (Horn, XIII. 1), which in- 
cludes an Apostle, ao Evangelist, a Prophet, or whosoever 
else, as St. Cbysostom observes upon the place. But) by 
virtue of this Supremacy, the minislring either of God's 
Word , or of the Sacraments, is not given to Princes, becattse 
they are not imeMed wkh , nor have a sovereign Disposal of 
the Power of Orders. » 

NELSON'S Festivals, 16> Ed. Lend. 1736. 
pp. 558 , 559. 

17. Courayer, the celebrated Defender of the Vali- 
dity of English Ordinations, though a Priest of the Galil- 
ean Church , and a member of the Roman Communion, treats 
this subject with his accustomed candour, closeness of 
research , and strength of argument. After quoting Queen 
Elizabeth's Injunctions of 1559 (See Protest, p. 7), in 
which he says she « had herself disavowed all the spiritu- 
al power attributed to her , to confine herself to preventing 
the recognition in her kingdom of any other independent 
authority in things spiritual » , he proceeds : « James the 
First went yet further; as both in his Apology for the Oath 
of Allegiance, and in his Premonition to the Princes, he 
declared that he did not pretend to assume to himself by 
that Oath any other than a superiority in matters civil and 
temporal. • I thought good to set forth an Apology for the 
said Oath: wherein I proved, that as this Oath contained 
nothing but matter of civil and temporal obedience, due by 
subjects to their Sovereign Prince, so &c\ This is what 
he repeats in several other places , and what proves clearly 
that nothing is less true than the attributing of spiritual pow- 
er to thei Kings of England. It is true that the Acts of 
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Parliament of 1535 and of 1559 seem to give the King 
somewhat more; but since the Clergy and ihe Kin *s them- 
selves restrain their sense , and acknowledge that these Acts 
mean no more than to declare, that the King has a supreme 
authority over the Ecclesiastics of his Kingdom as 
well as over others, and that the subjects of his Realm 
ought not to submit to any other Power; it is an injustice 
to press their terms rigourously , and not abide by the sense 
put upon them by their proper interpreters. For this in- 
terpretation has been so fully regarded as the only sense of 
the law, that the English Divines have not otherwise ex- 
plained the Supremacy of the King, and his authority in 
matters Ecclesiastical and spiritual, than in subjecting all 
Ecclesiastical Persons to him, exclusive of any other Power 9 
and making him to employ his power in THE MAINTE~ 
NANCE OF THE DOCTRINE AND DISCIPLINE OF 
THE CHURCH. » And presently he subjoins , « Whatever 
inclination Burnet Bishop of Salisbury had for the Presby- 
terians, he does not explain differently the power of the 
King in spiritual matters. ' The power of the King' ,- says 
he (Expos, of 39 Art.), * in Ecclesiastical matters among us , 
is expressed in this Article ( 37 ) under those reserves , and 
with that moderation, that no just scruple can lie against 
it ; and it is that which all the Kings , even of the Roman 
Communion , do assume , and in some places with a much 
more unlimi ed authority. The methods of managing it may 
differ a little, yet the power is the same, and is built upon 
the same foundations. ... In the strictest sense , as the head 
communicates vital influences to the whoie boJy , Christ is 

the «»nly Head of His Church ; But as head may in 

a figure stand for the fountain of order and government , of 
protection and conduct, tfce King or Queen may well be 
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called The head of the Church. ' » 

COFRAYER, Validity of English Ordinations (A D. 
1723) Oxf. 1844, pp. 191, 192, 195. 

18. « All (that) this Oath of Supremacy affirms is, 
that the King ol* Kngland, like bis predecessors, and all 
other Christian Kings and Emperors, has the right, from 
ancient custom , universal -consent of the Church , and ex- 
pediency , to direct , control , and support the affairs of the 
Church in this Empire, lor its own good, and according to 
the law of God and the Canons; while at the same time 
it permits us to add, that there are Pastors who have a 
Divine right to administer spiritual affairs; THAT THE 
KING HIMSELt CANNOT INVADE THEIR PECULIAR 
OFFICE; that he can do nothing lawfully against theChris* 
tian faith AND DISCIPLINE, THE CANONS, or the 
benefit of the Church. » 

PALM. Orig. Liturg. Vol. ii p. 277. 

19. «To recognize the King as Supreme Head of the 
English Church , * as far as it is allowable by the law ofCh ist \ 
certainly was not to admit his right to interfere withtAe spiri- 
tual jurisdiction of Bishops , or with any of the laws, liberties 9 
doctrines , or rights of the Church , established EITHER 
DIRECTLY OH INDIRECTLY by the law of Christ. The 
Clergy of England were entitled to believe that they sav- 
ed all the spiritual rights of the Church by this proviso ; 
and, indeed, we learn from Burnet, that * those who 
adhered to their former notions', i, e, the Church gene- 
rail] , * understood this headship to be only a temporal au- 
thority in temporal matters. ' 1 shall not here enter on the 



general question of the authority of the King in Ecclesias- 
tical affairs, which will be discussed elsewhere; but it is 
admitted by the Theologians and Canonists of the Romm 
Obedience, that Christian Kings have generally a Supreme 
Ptfwer of external direction in such matters. It has been 
khown by our Writers that the Kings of England always 
Were the Supreme Political Governors or Heads of our Na- 
tiohal Church. The most learned lawyers , Fitzherberl and 
Coke, affirm, that the law confirming the Royal Supremacy 
was only declaratory of the ancient laws of England ; arid 
Bossuet himself only condemns this Supremacy on the er- 
roneous supposition that it was admitted to affect fundamen- 
tally the validity of all Ecclesiastical acts , not if it wert 
understood to relate to a merely external direction and exe- 
cution. 

Now it is incredible that the Clergy , in acknowledg- 
ing the Supremacy * as far as it is allowable by the law * 
of Christ , ' could have designed to admit that all their Ec- 
clesiastical acts emanated from , or were fundamentally af- 
fected as to their validity by the Royal Power. They 
Could not at once in a body have relinquished the notions 
which had always hitherto prevailed ; and there is evidence 
that they did not , as we shall see in discussing the Royal 
commissions for Bishopricks. Indeed King Henry himself, 
in a letter to Tunstall , Bishop of Durham , who thought 
the title of • Head ' could not With propriety he given to 
man, unless it were limited to temporals, seisms to restrain 
his own Ecclesiastical jurisdiction to such things as were of 
a temporal or of a mixed nature, such as the assembling of 
Convocations and confirming their laws, the appointment of 
Bishops and Abbots , the cognizance of causes in crkpinal 
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matters , &c , in all of which he was actually , as he said 

* Head * and because there was no one above him here . 

* Supreme Head '. And he adds , • We be as Gods la\* 
suffereth us to be, whereunto we do and must conform 
ourselves', apparently desiring that the recognition should 
be interpreted in no offensive or unorthodox sense. Tunstall 
was so far satisfied that its meaning was sound and good, 
that he consented, in 1535, to swear to the Royal Su- 
premacy, and in 1536 wrote te Cardinal Pole, justifying 
the King against the charge of confounding the Royal and 
Priestly Offices. 

The intention of the Church of England in making 
this recognition, was only to admit a general power of ex- 
ternal control and direction in Ecclesiastical affairs to the King, 
without relinquishing any of the ancient rights of the Church, 
And if courtiers or lawyers pretended to understand it in a 
different sense, we are in ne degree responsible for their 
errors. » 

PALM. Treatise on the Church, Lond. 1838, 

Vol. I. pp. 462 — 465. 

.... « the duty of the Christian Magistrate is to 
protect and not to subvert the Church ; to enforce , not to 
derange the discipline established in it by Jesus Christ. » 

Ibid. Vol. ii. 341. 

« We may now see bow reasonable and Catholic 
was the Oath of Regal Supremacy prescribed by the Par- 
liament of Queen Elizabeth , and still subscribed by thf 
Clergy of England. This formulary declares that *T1k 
King's Majesty under God is the only Supreme Governor 



of this Realm, and all other his Highness's dominions 
and countries . as well in all spiritual or ecclesiastical things 
or causes as temporal' (Canon 36 ): Now it is certain that 
the Christian Kings of England have, like other Christian 
Princes, the right of PROTECTING the Church's faith and 
discipline, making laws CONFORMABLE TO THEM, 
convening Sjnods , presiding in them , confirming them , 
and obliging by the civil sword all members of the Church, 
both Clergy or Laity, to profess its Doctrines and remain 
in unity and subordination. This is a power which may 
most justlj be called government , and it is this power to 
(vhich the Oath of Supremacy refers. The 37.th Article 
also ascribes to the Prince the chief government of all 
estates of this Realm, whether they be ecclesiastical or 
civil , in all causes * ; and the right to • rule all estates and 
degrees committed to their charge by God, whether they 
be ecclesiastical or temporal; and restrain with the civil 
$word the stubborn and evil doers'. This is the whole 
doctrine of the Church of England , as to the authority of 
the Christian Magistrate in Religion; in which she does 
not teach us that the Prince may impose on his people false 
doctrines, or discipline injurious to Religion; or deprive 
the Churches of their ancient rights; OR ABROGATE THE 
CANONS; or make definitions in faith; or usurp the Sacer- 
dotal Office; or do any thing else injurious to the sanctity, 
the purity , and the efficiency of the Church. She gives 
him only the power of befriending Religion , and of exer- 
cising an external government by temporal means, which 
cannot fail to be of great use in repressing the disorders 
of those who would otherwise neglect or despise the sacred 
Discipline. » 

Ibid. Vol. ii, pp. 346, 347. 
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20. Passages of this kind, or to the same effect f 
might be transcribed to any extent from other no less eminent 
Divines and writers of the Church of England : such as 
may be found in Bilson's True Difference &c. (A. D. 1585), 
Masou's Vindiciae , Field ' Of the Church \ Stillingfleet 4 Of 
Eccles Jurisdiction \ Dodwell's. * Separation of Churches from 
Episcopal Government proved Schismatical ' (A. D. 1679), 
&c, &c. The whole of the fust part of Leslie's masterly 
* Case of the Pontificate and Regale ' should be read and 
studied , in which the matter of Solomon's alleged deposition 
of Abiathar is treated , more particularly , in a most able 
manner , and , in its bearings on the point in question , 
fully , and beyond all farther doubt or question , settled. 
And of modern times , in books of recent date f familiar 
or accessible to most men , we find writers of the mo»t 
opposite schools or parties in the Church, however they 
may differ upon other points, yet agreeing in these views 
of the Supremacy. See , more particularly , Boyd's ' Epis- 
copacy and Presbytery', ( Seeley, Lond. 1841) Chap. X. 
pp. 324 — 341; Wordsw. Theoph. Angl. (4. th Ed. 
Rivington, Lond. 1846), part iii. Ch. V, pp. 298 — 
314, &c, &c. 

These vindications of the English Church , with reference 
to this subject, have been from time to time called forth, as 
it is well known , by the misrepresentations of her enemies, 
whether Puritans or Ultra-Romanists, regarding the eitent 
and nature of the Crown's Supremacy. And they are most 
conclusive and triumphant. For although it may still be 
true, that the Church of England has been at times, like all 
other branches of the Church CatlioHck, encroached on b m 
the State, under colour of expediency , or even of the laws, 



yet , not withstanding , they show that such encroachments 
have but been the acts of individuals ; the acts of might , 
and not of right ; forced on her against her reclamations 
or remonstrances, and submitted to, not acquiesced in 
with deliberate consent or authorized admission. And it 
is surely most ungenerous and unfair to argue or allege 
against her, either as a blemish, or as a precedent for 
fresh usurpations, encroachments which she never has 
conceded as a right , nor yielded to, except from weakness 
to resist. How woutd the Eastern or the Russian Churches , 
how would any of the branches of the Roman Commu- 
nion , whether French or German , Spanish or Portuguese, 
in which even the parochial Clergy are reduced to the 
condition of mere State-stipendiaries, stand the strict 
application of a test or estimate like this? 

It is curions indeed to see those who profess the 
greatest dread of Popery, taking up ideas or positions 
with regard to the Supremacy, which have always 
afforded Romanists their most plausible and popular grounds 
of cavil and reproach against the Church of England ; as 
though she were really subject to some sort of Civil 
Popedom. 

Surely such indiscreet partizans , if really Churchmen, 
know not what they do. (*) For however triumph- 
antly these cavils and mistatements have been again and 
again refuted and exposed , yet the revival of them , by 
those who proclaim themselves to be members of the 

( * ) « A puritan is a protestant frayed out of his wits, a 

2.d Conf. at Hampton Court before King Jamea 1»" , 
Cardw, Conf. p. 184. 



Church, is vexatious and embarassing to her best and 
soundest friends , whilst it affords subject of malicious sarcasm 
and amusement to her avowed and open enemies , whether 
on the side of Romanism or Dissent. Thus we may see 
Puritans and Presbyterians forgetting all their former horror 
at the just and lawful Supremacy of the Crown , and enter- 
taining or upholding more false and exaggerated notions of 
it than were ever broached by the wildest votary of Ultra- 
montane Romanism. It is quite edifying to see the sudden 
affection, with which liberals in politicks , and latitudinarians 
in every thing, have been seized for the most absurd and 
overstrained views of the Supremacy, and of « implicit 
obedience , » even in things Spiritual , to the State or Civil 
Government, when such views seem likely to serve some 
temporary turn against the Church and Churchmen. (*) It 
is most instructive to find the professed patrons of liberty 
displaying such a marvellous deference to despotism. 

But « Wisdom is justified of all her children : » and 
in truth and soberness on this , as on all other points of 
faith or practice , they know how to keep the plain and even 
tenour of their way. This path appears to be so well 
preserved in the following passage , that I shall close 
with it this long series of authorities on the Supremacy* 

«c But we too hold , — that the Church is not , and 
cannot be, a mere creature of the State. We too maintain, 
that State-protection cannot rob her of that which no 
State could give. We too recognize in her powers, which 
are not of the earth, and which she must not, dare not, 

(*) This is, however, nothing new. See Ring James's Speech, 
supra p. 27. 



surrender. We too claim Divine right , and maintain , that 
the Kings and great ones of the earth must acknowledge 
this Divine right, that they may save their souls alive. 
But where do we make it reside? We may be wrong 
in our belief here. If so, prove that we are, and we will 
abandon it. But, at least, confess that our position is an 
intelligible, consistent one, one on which it is possible to 
act. For w ; e see in every Bishop a successor of the 
Apostles; we believe that, as such, he can by ordina- 
tion impart spiritual powers, such as can be conveyed 
in no other way; that every lawful Bishop, Priest, and 
Deacon , is therefore to be received in his appointed place, 
as Christ's accredited Ambassador; and that, through this 
Ministry, of His own appointment, is His Headship over 
the Church kept up, — His sway exercised as the Anointed 
King. This Ministry may or may not be admitted into the 
service of the State. If it be , great advantages will arise 
to the State, great difficulties to the Church. But these 
latter are not insurmountable; and if the Church find her- 
self in alliance with the State, she is bound, out of reve- 
rence to the guidance of Providence , out of patriotism , out 
of good- will to mankind, not to abandon so important a 
position, but to attempt to surmount them. Accordingly, 
the following is the state of matters in which we find 
ourselves. Our practice may or may not be too Erastian , 
but our principles are any thing but Erastian. Spiritual 
power and temporal power are each placed in its proper 
$eat . though it may be that the latter is too much , the 
former too little exercised. But we have them both. We 
Iriow where to look for either. When we view the 
Church as *an estate of the Healm', we see that she must 
he subject to the laws of the Realm , — ■ that , as the pos- 
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sessor of property , she must consent to have such property 
recognized and protected on the common grounds and 
conditions whereby all property is recognized and pro- 
tected. Further, viewing her as an Established Church, 
she must be considered as having found her will and 
wishes sufficiently at one with those of the Slate , as 
that they may act in unison, and so enable the Kins to 
be, * over all persons, and in all causes, ecclesiastical as 
well as civil, within his dominions, supreme'. For this 
is one great root of error — the confusing spiritual power 
with spiritual jurisdiction. The former is all spiritual , and 
can ordinarily be exercised by none but those to whom it 
has been solemnly conveyed. The latter, which resl rains 
and regulates the former, requires, in order to its validity, 
the consent of the heads of the Church ; but , while the 
Church is established, it must be exercised in conformity 
with the laws and principles of the Realm, and is there- 
fore subject, during that arrangement, to the supervision 
of the highest person thereof. This is our notion of the 
Royal Supremacy over the Church of England. The Sove- 
reign pretends not to spiritual power ( Art. XXXVII ) , nor 
to be the original fountain of spiritual jurisdiction. But he 
regulates the latter, while he and those in whom it is vested 
are on a good understanding , because , while the laws of 
the Church are also the laws of the land, he, as being 
at the head of the one, must of necessity be at the head 
of the o'her also, inasmuch as though there may be two 
fountains , there cannot well be two co-ordinate exercises 
of authority upon the same matters. With us, then, 
we maintain, that whether or not the one encroach too 
much <<n the other in practice , the theory of temporal and 
spiritual power is good. Purely spiritual acts are performed 
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by spiritual persons. Mixed acts , such as those of jurisdic- 
tion , involving civil consequences , are performed with coch 
sent of Church and State. The Priest ministers at the 
Altar in virtue of his Episcopal ordination: that is altoge- 
ther spiritual. He ministers statedly at that particular Al- 
tar , and exercises authority over that particular parish , 
in virtue , for the most part , of Mission given him by bis 
Bishop (donatnes are admitted to be anomalies in our Ec- 
clesiastical constitution). In this latter the State interposes 
to protect one qualified to be pastor of a parish from being 
hindered by the tyranny of the Bishop. The action of Quart 
impedit, to which the latter is liable if he refuse to insti- 
tute, may, and we imagine does, too mucb fetter hispowei 
in practice, but in itself it is but a necessary result Iron* 
the union of Church and State. 

Now , who does not see that our theory of Christ's 
Headship, and the seat of Divine right snd Spiritual power , 
will support us well, in the event of a rupture with the 
State , — in the event of her attempting to enforce some- 
thing which the Priesthood dares not obey? We shall 
know exactly on what to retreat ; our position ( we are not 
talking of its other merits) will be an altogether intelligible 
and consistent one ; our principle ( be it right or be it wrong ) 
will be found such as we can follow out : no pushing it 
to its necessary consequences will land us either in absur- 
dly or impracticability. We shall yield all lawful 
obedience to civil Rulers; we shall, in spiritual things, 
follow the guidance of those who sit on the visible 
thrones of Christ's Kingdom, whether taken into tile 
service of the State or not. » 

Christian Remember. Lond. 1841. Vol. I. pp. 212, 213. 
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E. 

1. Otherwise the solemn question at the Consecration 
of Bishops , * Will you be faithful in Ordaining , Sen ling , 
or Laying hands upon others', resolves itself into a vain 
tautology. 

2. When even the Crown itself appoints or presents 
a Clergyman of the Church of England to any regularly 
constituted Benefice, or Living, with Cure of souls, within 
the Realm, the presentee still cannot legally take possession 
of, or exercise his functions in the same, until he he iw- 
slituted ( i. e. « sent » ) by the Bishop , in this manner : 

« The presentation to be tendered to the Bishop , and 
left with him to be considered. 

Tbe Orders of Deacon and Priest to be exhibited to 
the Bishop, according to the 39. th Canon 

Testimonials of his former good life and behaviour, 
according to the 39. lh Canon ( * ) ; and if he come out of 
another Diocese, then a testimonial from the Bishop or 
Ordinary of the Diocese or place from whence he comes. » 

Clergyman's Assistant, Oxf. 1822, pp. 493, 494. 

(*) Canon 39 «No Bishop shall institute any to a Benefice, 
who hath been ordained by any other Bishop , except he first show 
unto him his Letters of Orders , and bring him a suifieient testi- 
mony of his former good life and behaviour , if the Bishop shall 
require it; and lastly, shall appear, upea due examination , to 
be worthy of his ministry, » 
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Also , « T*y the 1 Elizabeth , c. 1 , and 1 William , 
«. 8. s. 5 , E\ery person who shall be promoted or collat- 
ed to any spiritual or ecclesiastical benefice , promotion, dig- 
nity , office , or ministry , before be shall take upon him to 
receive, use, exercise, supply, or occupy the same, shall 
take the oaths of allegiance and supremacy, before such 
persons as shall have authority to admit him. 

Also the person to be instituted shall take the oath 
of Canonical obedience in like manner. Which oath is as 
folioweth : — *I, A B. do swear that I will perform true 
and canonical obedience to the liishop of C. and his successors \ 
in all things lawful and honest , so help me God. » 

Hook's Church Diet. 4.t* Ed. Lond. 184*. p. 426. 

«!>y the 13 Elizabeth, c 12, it is enacted, 

that no person shall be admitted to a:.y benofire wi;h cure ,. 
except he shall first bate subscribed the *aid (39) Articles 
in presence of the Ordinary. ». 

Ibid. p. 427. 

And then THE BISHOP ALONE institutes the per- 
son nominated or presented to him by the patron of the 
benefice or living, in the following form: 

« WE admit you the said — to the — , within our 
diocese and jurisdiction V which you are present- 
ed io us by — ♦ the irue and undoubted patron thereof in 
full ri;>ht (as it is asserted). And WE do dulj nnd ca- 
nonically institute you in and to the sa.d — of — , arid 
invest )oa with all and. singular the rights, members, and 



appurtenances thereunto belonging : And WEdo.by these 

presents commit unto you the government of the souls of the 
parishioners of the said pariah , and do authorize you to 
preach the word of God in the said parish. » 

Formoflnstit: Palm Suppl. to O.ng. Liturg. Lond. 1845. p. 118. 

Upon this follows INDUCTION , which *may he compared to 
livery and seizin of a freehold, for it is putting a Minister in actual 
possession of the Church to which he is presented , and of the glebe 
land and other tempotalities thereof; for before Induction be hath no 
fieehold in them. The usual method of Induction is by virtue of a 
mandate under the seal of the Bishop , to the Archdeacon of the place , 
who either himself, or by his warrant to all Clergymen withia his 
Archdeaconry, inducts the new Incumbent by taking his band, laying 
it on the key of the church in the door and pronouncing these wordf 
* I induct you into the real and actual possession of the Rectory or 
Vicarage of H. with all its profitsand appurtenances. ' Then he opens 
the door of the church , and puts the person in possession of it , who 
enters to offer his devotions, which done he tolls a bell to summon 
his parishioners. » 

Church Diet. (Art. Induction. ) 

Thit form , were, <jf itself, enough to make it plain , what h 
the sense of the Church of England respecting the necessity of direct 
and iaimedialeilfwsionfram the Bishop, in order to authorize a Priest' 
tp exercise, in any place, his functions of administering the Sacra- 
ments, and preaching. « It certainly is essential » , writes Mr. Pal-, 
.flier, «that the true Ministers of God should be able to prove that 
they have not only the power, but the right, of performing sacred 
Offices, There is an evident difference between these things, as may 
be seen by. the following cases. If a regularly ordained Priest should 
celebrate the Eucharist in the church of another, contrary to the 
will of that person and of the Bishop, he would have the power of 
consecrating the Eucharist , it* actually would be consecrated : but he 
would not have the right of consecrating ; or , in other words , he 
would not have MISSION for that act. If a Bishop should enter the 
Diocese of another. Bishop , and contrary to bis will, ordain one of 
his Deacons to the Priesthood , the intruding Bishop would have the 
power, but not the right of ordaining: he would have no MISSION 
i'ox such an act. 
Jo feet-, mission fails in all schismatical, heretical, and uncanonicalwtti 



because God cannot have given nny man a right to act in opposition 
to those laws which He H ; mself has enacted, or to those which 
the Apostles and their successors have instituted . for the orderly and 
peaceable regulation of the Church ; He ' isnot the Autlwr of con fusion 
Out of peace , as in all the churches of the saints' ( 1 Cor. XIV. 5.1.) ; 
and yet. were He tocomnnsfion His ministers toexercise their Offices 
in whatevtr places and circumstances they pleas>ed , confusion anddi- 
vision without end must be the inevitable result. » 

Orig. Liturg. ( 2.<* Ed. ) ii. U7 , 248. 
See also p. 25, (8), supra. 
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1. It is vain to argue , that the Regulations here referred 
to arerescindable at pleasure, or perheps already , even now, rescinded. 
The point is, Haa not the Foreign Secretary deliberately recognized 
by this XV tfa Regulation, that the Bishop's Licence is requisite 
for Foreign Chaplains of the Church of England? By an en po$t facto 
Tiile. he may certainly annul the XV. lh Reguiation : but he cannot 
annul his own previous deliberate recognition and admission of the 
Bishop's province , and the Church's rights. He mav , bysuchalterttion 
of His Office rules, encroach upon that province and those rights: but 
he cannot abrogate his own former testimony fothem. He may, if he 
pleases, tear in pieces his own paper: but he cannot destroy the truth 
which it embodied, or the just interpretation of the law which it contained. 
He may expunge, asto his own department of the State, his own official 
words and resolutions: but he will not be able to erase, asto the world 
at large, their tiibutary witness to the constitution of the Church, the 
functions of her Bishops, and the rights of Churchmen. On the con- 
trary, by now trampling on the Licence of the Bishopof London , and' 
by substituting fresh and ex post facto rules or directions, founded upon 
local or temporary objects of alleged expediency, in the place of re- 
gulations in accordance with the laws and canons of the Church and 
Realm of England, he will but stamp with the force of unwilling tes- 
timony his former official determinations. 

The Crown of England has, in fact, no power of itself, in any case % 
to dispense altogether with -Episcopal jurisdiction over Clergymen and 
members of the CbnrCh of England. It were an infringement of the 
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Laws and Constitution of the Church and Realm to 46 so: ahd tftt 
Crown binds itself by the Coronation-Oath , to govern Secundum noti 
eontra leges. ( Vide Coronation- O at h , supra p. 22). Hooker (Bccles. 
Pol. VIII. ii. 13J says, « I cannot choose but commend highly theit 
wisdom , by whom the foundations of this commonwealth have been 
laid; wherein though no manner person or cause be Un subject to the 
King's power, yet so is the power of the King over all and in all 
limited , that unto all his proceedings the law itself is a rule. The axioms 
of our regal government are these : * Lex facit regem ' ; the Kiug's grant 
of any favour trade contrary to the law is void, • Rex nihil potest nisi 
quod jure potest \ 

Keble'a Hooker, iii. p. 353. 

The Government, or mere Executive, therefore, cannot 
be justified in so interpreting a solitary Act of Parliament, 
as to assert from il a power at variance with the roost 
essential principles, nay, with the very being and consti- 
tution of the Church, and which tio other law or Statute 
gives the Sovereign. If the Consular Act (6 Geo. IV cap. 
87) is really in itself defective on this head, the defect should 
be amended, not taken advantage of, by those whose high 
office it is to minister under the Crown in Law and Equity. 

Interpreting this Act however fairly, and conformably 
with the whole stream of law and custom , both Ecclesias- 
tical and Civil, it may seem more natural to consider it f not 
so much defective on this head, as taking for granted, as at 
well-known and acknowledged axiom, and so tacitly im» 
plying or implicitly aauming , the necessity of the Bishop's 
Licence and Jurisdiction, When it provides for the support 
of a Chaplain to celebrate Divine Service u according to the 
Rites and Ceremonies of the Church of England » (See 
PROTEST, p. 8. §. 11.) And so, at least in 1840, thought 
Lord Palmerston himself, with the advice doubtless of 
the Crown Lawyers, when issuing the XV. th of his Regula- 
tions m under the authority of the Act » ; which can only be 
of course regarded in the light of an acknowledgment, or 
recognition, IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ACT, 
of a principle tacitly assumed or tmbodwl v& \>to taxy wfc 



at a u<w {atp of conditipn^ then first mooted and imposed 
Ipy the Civil Governments on Foreign Office* on ils own 
authority, and sp 9 |UI^9 the Regulation.! tse I £> reaciBoVblft at plea- 
aura. For Ibe pjriociple, Ui. question i» coeval with the very 
name and constitution of the Church Cailiolick of Chritt it 
is mere fpoliabness to talk of its dependence on a Regulation 
of the Foreign Office, and to praleofitt liability to «drop» t 
lapse | or be cancelled , at the will and pleasure of a 
foreign Secretary. The Bishop of London's Jurisdiction 
over Foreign Chaplains, as it had existed for 300 years 
before , so would it have continued to exist, both in law 
and conscience, as it doqa at this moment, had Lord 
Palmerston's XV. tb Regulation neither been issued nor re- 
spindjtd. The, X,V. th Utgul^tion was only a proper tribute 
and witness, in distinct injterprelatipn, of the, Act, to its 
preexistence and authority. At mo»t, it only gave the due 
of outward temporal support , by the present Civil Govern- 
ment , to a law already binding on the consciences ofChurch* 
men under any,circuw$toncc$:T-t law essential to Church 
^membership) nay, to the, very name and notion, of the 
Church IJpUcopaJ : — a law, of spiritual obligation , prior to, 
and independent of f all State or human laws; and which 
^isbops would be bound lo exercise, and the people to 
observe, whether the State encouraged and approved, or, 
as ofteq in the early age* of the Church, opposed and per- 
secuted, its observance. 
See pp« 40, 4 J, supra. 
2. To,exenjpt Forejgn Chaplains from Episcopal jurisdiction , is , in, 
fact, an attempt to extend in itsworbt form, one of the worst abuses 
in the Chnich, called * Exemptions' or 'Peculiars': (*) those « scan- 
dalous remnants of Popery » f as Bishop. Burnet juktly calls them fHist. 
of his own Times, adfinem) : concerning which I will first transcribe 
the fellow in g passage from an eminent modern Divine : 

( + j The Act of Parliament , 2 Hen, IV. cap. 3, enacted "That if anj 
provision be made by the Biahop of Home to any persons of religion , or anj 
other person , to be exempt of obedience regular , or of obediencs ordinary , that 
auch provjtfprs, who, from henceforth , do accept or eajojr may such proviaiop, 
•hall incur the pains, comprised in the Statute of prp visors made in the year 
aJfote mentioned." 

GOjfb. Eccfo. Mitt. Book Vil, Cant, XV. A. V, 1400. 



« Those parishes and places arc called Peculiars, which 
are exempted from the jurisdiction of the proper Ordinary 
of the Diocese where the\ lie. These exempt jurisdictions are 
soc.illed, not because they are under no Ordinary , b:jt because 
thej are not under the Ordinary of the Diocese, but have one 
of their own. They are a remnant of Popery. The Pope, before 
the Heibrmatien, by a nmrpel awhorly , and in defiance 
of the canons of the Church , exempted them from the ju- 
risdiction of the Iiishop of the Diocese. At the Reforma- 
tion , by an oversight , they were not restored to the ju- 
risdiction of t he Diocesan, but remained under the Sovereign , 
or under such other person , as by custom or purchase obtain- 
ed the right of superintendence. » 

HOOK'S Ch. Diet. (Art. Peculiars) 

The origin or at least prevalence of such Exemptions, 
according to Wiener (Instil. Juri&pr. Eccles Pars ii. Decretal. 
Lib. I. lit XXXHI. %. 636;, cannot be well traced fur- 
ther hack than the Eleventh Ccn ury. And they have 
been always held by other Tramontanes , even of the Roman 
Communion , to be scandalous and gross corruptions. S. 
Bernard, in the 12.th Century, vehemently wrote against 
them ; and even the Tridentine Synod, or Council of Trent, 
passed some, restrictive Canons on the subject. See RIEGE^ , 
Joe. cit. §$.637 — 672; et Pars I. Sect, l.cap.iii. §. 146: 
See also COLLIEK , Eccles. Hist. Book IV. Cent. XII. A. 
D. 1(77. Modern legislation has also done much, it may 
be thankfully acknowledged , to aba ? e or amend this noto- 
rious and scandalous abuse of Peculiars or Honatives. fn some 
Dioceses of England they have, very recently, been either 
who ! Iy or partially suppressed, and restored more or less 
to regular Episcopal control. By 3 and 4 Vict. cap. 86. 



»=6* = 

sect. 22, (The Church Discipline Act), intituled « Power 
of Archbishops and Bishops as to exempt or peculiar places or 
preferments » , it is « enacted , that every Archbishop and 
Bishop w h n the limit of whose Pro\ ince or Diocese respect ive-^ 
ly any place, district 9 or preferment, exempt or peculiar, 
shall be locally situate, shall, except as herein otherwise pro- 
vided , have , use , and exercise all the powers and autho- 
rities necessary for the due execution by them respectively 
of the provisions and purposes of this Act , and for enforcing 
the same with regard thereto respectively , as such Archbishop 
and Bishop respectively would have used and exercised if 
the same were not exempt or peculiar, but were subject 
in all respects to the jurisdiction of such Archbishop or 
Bishop ; » &c. 

It is difficult certainly to understand what advantage 
a cause can obtain by reference to such manifest abuses, 
or flagrant instances of usurpation and encroachment on the 
Church , as are exhibited by the origin and history of 
Peculiars, or by any other similar cases (*) of imperfect 
and inefficient Episcopal control. «This I have often won- 
dered at», says BISHOP BURNET, speaking of Exempt- 
ions or Peculiars ('Hist, of his own Times', ad fnem), 
« that some who plead that the government of the Church 
is settled by Divine authority in the Bishops, can yet by 
the virtue of Papal Bulls, confirmed by an unhappy clause in 
an Act of Parliament , exercise Episcopal jurisdiction. ' 

But gross and scandalous as have ever been esteemed 

(*) Such as are Poor-law-Union, and perhaps Naval and 
Military , Chaplaincies ; although these last have at least the tacit 
assent of our Bishops. 
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these instances of Papal interference with Episcopal author- 
ity , it has been reserved to the middle of the 19.tb Cen- 
tury to witness a still more extraordinary attempt at encroach- 
ment of the same kind. If the Pope presumed to arrogate 
to himself the functions of another Bishop in his proper Dio- 
cese, he still possessed in himself, as a Bishop of the Church 
Catholick , that spiritual authority , which rendered the usurp- 
ation less immediately hurtful in the special case, 
than injurious more remotely to the Church at large. For, 
as a Bishop of the Church , the Pope could still grant some 
•sort or show of valid Mission to his nominees or delegates 
in such Peculiars. But now we have a lay Foreign Se- 
cretary of State,- — one who may be at any time a Dis- 
senter, Schismatick, or Infidel, — one who in no case can 
give any sort of valid MISSION to his nominee, — stepping 
between all Foreign Chaplains and the Church , spurning 
the Bishop's Licence , and claiming for his Office, or Depart- 
ment of the State, a sort of Supremacy, specially abjured 
by former Sovereigns of England , namely , the solely Epis- 
copal authority of Mission , Jurisdiction , and Control over 
all nominees of the Crown or Government, stamped with 
the mark of Downing Street ! 

Anomalous and objectionable, therefore, as Peculiars, 
in their usual form , are , on all hands , agreed to be f it 
must be plainly stated , that to make all Foreign Chaplains 
independent of Episcopal control and jurisdiction, is an 
attempt to revive and extend these abuses in a far more 
aggravated and enormous form than the Church has ever 
yet endured. For the only Ordinary to which the unhappy 
victims of this policy are subjected , is either a lay Foreign 
Secretary, who may now be as before said, either a 



member of the Roman Communion , a Dissenter , or even 
not a Christian of any religious denomination whatever, or 
else a Committee of irresponsible ((Trustees aid Trrasurer», 
themselves the agents of a ((General Meeting », composed of 
persons of all sects and d. nominations , enitl.d to vote m the 
atfairs of the Church of England by a merely pecuniary 
qualification, nud swayed by a Consul or Commercial factor 
of the Government, who may be of any creed, sect, or 
nation under heaven! We are thus involuntarily reminded 
of the Mendicant Preaching Friers of old Papal times ; of 
whom it has been said, that « being exempt from Episcopal 
Jurisdiction, that salutary restraint was wanting of which 
such preachers stood in need» (S'HJTHEY, Book of the 
Ch. p. 196); and who ((acknowledged no obedience due 
to the Bishops, even if the Bishops were their friends: 
and they regarded still less the wishes of the inferior Clergy » 
(MASSINGB. Engl. Reform. l."Ed. p. 100). And Bishop 
Jeremy Taylor traces , like Collier ( Eccles. Hist ii. 457 ) f 
to the privileges, or exemptions, granted by the Pope to 
the Begging Friars , his modern claim , asserted by the 
Jesuits and Ultra -montanists, to be « Universal Bishop*; i. 
e. the source and head of all Episcopal and Ecclesiastical 
power, authority, and jurisdiction: a dogma concerning which 
Bishop Taylor remarks, that «as it is productive ofinr'nite 
mischiefs, so it is an Innovation, and an absolute deflexion 
from the primitive Catholick Doctrine, and yet is the great 
groundwork and foundation of their Church » 

Dissuasive from Popery , Sect. X* 



I desire to close this branch of the subject with the 
following extract from a Remonstrance against Exemptions, 
ad<!re>scd to the Pope, by Richard, Arthbi>hop of Canter- 
bury , A I). 1177; which is as expressive of the views 
and feelings of all true English Churchmen under like cir- 
cumstances tunc , as it was , doubtless, nearly 700 years ago. 
cWhat fort of government", asks the Archbishop, « what 
sort of justice is this, to order scholars not to be managed 
by their master , to bid children to disobey their parents, 
soldiers to take no notice of their «« neral , and servants to 
refuse their master's command? What is the meaning of 
exempting Abbots from the jurisdiction of their Bishops? Is 
it any other than a privilege for contumacy and rebellion 9 
and a licence for children to fly in their father's face? I 
humbly conceive, those who are in the supreme post of 
authority should consider these things, and take care that 
injury and encroachment may not How in upon us from the 
fountain of power and law, and pioceed from that place 
whence justice and equity is expected. It may be » , con- 
tinues the Archhishop, « we may be thought to have 
opened our grievance with too much freedom: but there 
is nothing of haughtiness in the representation ; for the 
affront is too big for patience , and the mischief too 
publick to be gently touched ». 

COLLIER'S Eccles. Hist. ( Lond. 1840 ) , Vol. ii. 
p. 355, 



X. That the Bishop of London has long possessed, 
with recognition by the State . a virtual jurisdiction over 
Foreign Chaplains, binding in foro conscientiee , and so far 
exercised as to retain them , with their congregations , in 
safe Communion with the Church , will be evidenced pre- 
sently by documentary proof from history and facts. But 
first , the following quotations from the preeminent and 
« peerless » Jeremy Taylor shall be adduced, to prove the 
• general necessity of Episcopal control . or jurisdiction , for the 
security of full communion with the Church, in every case. 

«Sect. XXXVII. Forbidding: Presbyters to officiate 
without Episcopal license*. 

« The whole power of Ministration , both of the Word 
and Sacraments, was in the Bishop by prime authority, 
and in the Presbyters by commission and delegation, inso- 
much that they might not exercise any ordinary ministra- 
tion without license from the Bishop. They had power 
and capacity by their order to Preach, to Minister, to 
Offer, to Reconcile, and to Baptize. They were indeed acts 
of order, but that they might not by (he law of the Church 
EXEIICISE any of these acts without license from the 
Bishop , (hat is an act or issue of jurisdiction , and shews 
the superiority of the Bisfwp over his Presbyters , by the 
practice of Christendom. 

S. Ignatius hath done very good offices in all the 
parts of this Question; and here also be brings in succour- 
4 It is not lauful without the Bishop ( vz. WITHOU HIS 
LEAVE) either to baptize, or 'o offer Sacrifice, or to make 
oblation , or to keep feasts of char ay ' : aud a little before , 



speaking of the B. Eucharist , and its ministration , and 
having premised a general interdict for d;>ing any tlrng 
without the Bishops consent f • But let that Eucharist (se»ith 
be) be held valid, which >s celebrated under the Bishop f 
OR UNDER HIM, TO WHOM THE BISHOP SHALL 
PERMIT ». 

And presently he adds, quoting the 32. d Apostoli- 
cal Canon, a If any Presbyter , disrespecting his own Bishop , 
shall make Contentions apart , or erect an Altar ( viz. WITHOUT 
THE BISHOPS LICENSE) let him be deposed; clearly- 
intimating that potestas faciendi concionem, the power of 
making of Church-meetings and assemblies , for prearhmg 
and other offices , is derived from the Bishop ; and therefore , 
the Canon adds , He is a lover of Rule , he is a Tyrant , 
that is an Usurper of that power and government which 

belongs to the Bishop Terlxdlian is something more 

particular, and instances in Baptism. Dandi baplismum 
jus habet summus Sacerdos , qui est Episcopus. Dehinc Pres- 
byter i et Diaconi, non tamen sine Episcopi author ita'e , prop- 
ter honorem Ecclesice , quo salvo saiva pax est; alioquin 
etiam Laicis jus est. The place is of great consideration , 
and carries in it its own objection and its answer. ' The 
Bislxop hath the riglit of giving baptism. Then after him 9 
Presbyters and Deacons, BUT NOT WITHOUT THE 
AUTHORITY OF THE BISHOP'. (So far the testimony 
is clear ). » 

« The Council of Gangra (*) forbidding Conventicles, 
expresses it with this intimation of Episcopal authority. * If 

(* ) Held about A. D. 324. Its Canons were received by the 
whole Church, East and West. 



any man shall male assemblies privately, and out of the 
Church 9 so despising (he Church , w shaU do any Church - 
ofjces, wi houi the presence of a Priest BY THE DECREE 
01 A BISHOP , let hmi be anathema. ' The Priest is rot 
to Le assistant at nnv meeting I'oi private offices WITHOUT 
THE UMIOP'S LHFJNhE. II they will celebrate Synaxes 
privateh , it must be by a Priest , and he must be there 
BY LEAVE OF THE BISHOP, and then the assembly is 
law'.ul. And this thing was so known, that the Fathers of 
the second Council ol Carthage call it ipnorance, or hypo- 
crite, in Priests to do their offices WITHOUT A LICENSE 
FBOM I HE 1>ISH0P. 

« After this in time, but before in authority , is the 
great Council of Chalcedon (*). 4 Let the Cletgy according 
to the tradition of the Fathers, remain under the power of 
the Bishops of tie City '. . . So that, . . . the Camn ex- 
tends its prohibition to ail ministrations without the Bi- 
shop s authority. » 

« Presbyters are admitted in partem solicitudinis 9 
but still the jurisdiction ol the whole Diocese is in the £t- 
shop , and without the bishop's admission to a part of it 
per traditionem subditorvm , although the Presbyter by his 
ordination have a capacity ol (.reaching and administnng 
Sacraments, yet he cannot exercise this without designation 
of a particular charge, either temporary or fixt. And 
therefore it is that a Presbyter may not do these acts with- 
out the Bishop s leave , because they are actions of rela- 



(*) A. D. 451. The *.tb of THE FIRST FOUR OECUMENI- 
CAL OR GENERAL COUNCILS. See above, p. 19, 



tion , and suppose a congregation to whom they must be 
administred, or some particular person; for a Priest must 
not preach to the stones , as some say Venerable Beds 
did , nor communicate alone , the word is destructive of the 
thing , nor baptize , unless he have a Chrysome Child , or 
a Catechumen ; So that all of the Diocess being the Bi- 
sliop's charge, the Bishop must either authorize the Priest, 
w the Priest must not meddle, lest he be ( what S. Peter 
blamed) a Bishop in another's Diocess: Not that I he Bi- 
shop did license the acts precisely of baptizing, of consecrat- 
ing, &c. For these he had by his ordination 9 but that 
in giving license he did give him a subject to whom he 
might apply these relative actions , and did quoad hoc take 
him in partem solicitudinis , and concredit some part of his 
Diocess to his administration cum cura animarum ». 

«For this leave to do offices was but there to 

be given where the Bishop himself could not fulfil the offi- 
ces, which shows the Presbyters in their several charges, 
whether of temporary mission , or fixt residence , to be but 
Delegates and Vicars of the Bishop admitted in partem Soli- 
citudinis, to assist the Bishop in his great charge of the 
whole Diocess. » 

« ^ect. XLV* So that the government of the Church 
by Bishops was believed necessary. 

We have seen whit Episcopacy is in itself, now from 
the same principles let us see what it is to us. And first; 
Antiquity taught us it was simply necessary , even to th« being 
atid coii-tilutiou of a Church. T$iat run* high, but wcjmust 
follow our leaders. S. Ignatius is express in this question* 
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1 Qui intra altare est , mundus est , quare et dbtemperat Epis- 
capo , et sarerdolibus. Qui vero forts est hie is est , qui sine 
Lpucopo , Sacerdote , et Diacono quicquam agit , $1 eju>modi 
inqwnafam Itahet comcienliam , et infldeh de* trior est'. (Epist. 
ad Trail.) //c f/taf is within the Aitar , that is, within the 
communion of the Church , /ie /s pvre , /or Ae e&< ys the Bi- 
shop , and the Priests. But he that is without , that is f 
does any thing without his Bishop and the Cerijy, he hah 
a filthy conscience and is worse than an infidel. « Necesse 
itaque est , qwequtd facitis , ut sine Epncopo nihil facialis \ 
It is necessary that whatever ye doe , ye be sure to do no- 
thing with ut the Bishop. ' Quid enim aliud est Episcopus ' 
$c. lor what else is a Bishop but he that is greater than 
all power? SO THAT THE OBEYING HIE Bh 
SHOP IS THE NECESSARY CONDITION of a Chris- 
tian , and Catholiok Communion : He that does n*t , is 
worse than an Infidel. The same also he affirms again. 

* Quotquot enim Christi sunt parlium Episeopi , qui vero ab 
illo dechnant , et cum maledtctis communionem amplectuntur 9 
hi cum illisexcidentur'. ( Epist. ad Philadelph ) All they 
that are on Christ* s side , are on the Btshops hide , but they 
that communicate with accursed schism aticks shall be cu off 
with them. If then we will be Christ's servants, we must 
be obedirnt and subordinate to the Bishop. IT IS THE 
CONDITION OF CHRISriAMTY. We are not Christians 
else. So is the intimation of S. Ignatius. As full and per- 
tinent is the peremptory resolution of S. Cyprian in that 
admirable epistle ol bis ad Lapsos , where after he had 
spoken how Christ instituted the honour of Episcopacy in 
concrediting the K<ys to S. Peter and the other Apostles, 

* Inde ( saith he ) per temporum et successionum vices Ep*$- 
coporum ordtnalio t et Eccletice ratio decurrit , ut Ecclaia 



super Episcopos constituatur, et omnis actus Ecclesioeper eosdcm 
Prceposito$g>*bcrnetur\ Hence is it that by several I successions 
of Bishops the Church is continued, so that tlie Church hath its 
being or constitution by Bishops , and every act of Ecclesiastical 
regiment is to be disposed by them. 4 Cum hoc itaque 
divina leyefundatum sit, miror fyc' Since therefore 
this is so established by the Law of God , / wonder 
any man should question it, fyc And therefore as in all 
buildings, the foundation being gone, the fabrick falls, so 
if ye take away Bishops, the Church must ask a 
writing of divorce from God, for it can no longer 
be called a Church. This account we have from S. 
Cyprian , and he reenforces again upon the same charge 
in his Epistle ad Florentium Pupianum , where he 
makes a Bishop to be ingredient into the definition of a 
Church. ( Ecclesia est plebs sacerdoti adunuta , et 
pastori slio Grex adhoerena , The Church is ajlock 
adhering to its Pastor , and a people united to their 
Bishop) for that so he means by Sacerdos , appears in 
the words subjoyned , Unde et scire debes Eptscopum 
in Ecclesia esse , et Ecclesiam in Episcopo , et si qui 
CUM Episcopo non sit in Ecclesia non esse, et frustra 
sihi blandiri eos quipacem cum Sacerdotihus Dei mm 
habenta obrepunL et latenter apudquosdam communi- 
care se credunt $•<*. As a Bishop is n the Church . so the 
Churchis in the Bishop andheTHAT DOES NOT 
COMMUNICATE WITH THE BISHOP IS 
NOT IN THE< HURCH; AND THEREFORE 
THEY MAINLY FLATTER THEMSELVES 
THAT THINK THEIR CASE FAIR AND 
GOOD. IF THE YCOMMUNICATE1NCONVEN- 
TICLES AND FORSAKE THEIR BISHOP, 



And for I his cause the holy Primitives were so con- 
fident , and zealous for a Bishop , that they would rather 
expose themselves and all their tribes to a PERSE- 
CUTION , than to the greater misery, the want of Bi- 
shops. Fulgentius tells an excellent story to this purpose. 
When Frasnmund King of Byzac in Africa had made 
an edict that no more Bishops should be consecrate, to this 
purpose that the Catholick faith might expire (so he was 
sure it would , if this device were perfected ) ut arescen- 
tibus triutcis absque palmitibus omnes Ecclesice de- 
solaientur , the good Bishops of the province met toge- 
ther in a Council, and having considered of the command 
of the Tyrant, Sacra turba Pontificum qui remanse- 
rant communicato inter *e consilio defmierunt ad- 
versus prceceptum Regis in omnibus locis celebrare 
ordinationes Pontificum, cogitantes ant regis iracun- 
diam, si quaforsan existeret ,mitigandam , quo fact* 
lius ordinali in suis plebibus viverent , aut si perse- 
cution's violentia nasceretur , coronandos etiam fidei 
confessione , quos dignos inveniebant promotions It 
was full of bravery and Christian sprite. The Bishops 
resolved for all the edict against new ordination of 
Bishops to obey God, rather than man , and to con- 
secrate Bishops in all places , hoping the King would 
be appeased , or if not , yet those whom they thought, 
worthy of a Mitre were in a fair disposition to re- 
ceive a Grown of Martyrdome. They did so. Fit 
repente communis assumptio , and they all strived who 
should be first , and thought a blessing would outstrip the 
hindmost. They were sure they might go to heaven (though 
persecuted) under the conduct of a Bishop, they knew, 
without 4 him the ordinarv np««n<*« w*s ohstrnripH. 
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Pius the first Bishop of Rome and Marty r , speak- 
ing of them that calumniate, and disgrace their Bishops , 
endeavouring to make them infamous, they add (saith he) 
evil to evil , and grow worse , non intelligenles quod 
EccUsia Dei in Sacerdotibus consistit , et crescit in 
templum Dei ; Not considering that the Church of 
God doth consist , or is establisht in Bishops , and 
grows up to a holy Temple. To him I am most willing 
to add S. Hieromy ( Jerome ) , because he is often obtrud- 
ed in defiance of the cause. Ecclesice salus in summi 
Sacerdotis dignitate pendet, The safety of the Church 
depends npon the Bishops dignity ». 

BISHOP JER. TAYLOR'S ' Episc. Asserted 9 . 



4. To the same effect writes the learned Juriscon- 
sult Rieger : 

«§. CXLII. Principium generate de potestate 
Episcoporum in primitiva Ecclesia. 

Te originaria Episcoporum potestate acturis hoc gene- 
ratim principium constituendum est: Earn adomnes Jideles 
intra dioeceseos suoe limites, cujus illi cumque demurn 
dignitatis , atque ordinis forent , pertinuisse ; adeo ut 
nee monachorum quisquam esset t nee laicorum f quin , quod 
ad res ad spiritualem jurisdictionem relatas f Episcopo quisque 
suo subordinatus crederetur Etenim privilegia EXEm- 
T 10 NUM. res erat prior ibu$ litis Ecclesice sceculis 
IN AUDITA. 
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S. CYPRIANUS Episi. 69 Ecrlesiaro definitnrus, 
Ecclesia est, intuit, plebs sacerdoti unita , et paitori sua 
grex odhccrens. Unde scire debts , Fpiscopum in Ecclcsia 
esse, et Ecclesiam in Episcopo. El hos , qui cum Episcopo 
non sunt , in Ecclcsia non esse. Non potuit generali* er^a 
Episcopo* obedieniia exquisita magis oration* exprimi, 
neqtie di>ciplince eorum temp«»ruw inajjis conveniente. Nemo 
enim tunc Episroporum potvstati in rebus sacris non suberat. 
D** rnnnachis perspimaest sententia Palnun CONCIL. ("HAL- 
OED, can. 4- apud PsIN-ESPEN Tom. iii./o/. 220. m 
quo statuilur, Monachos per unamquamqnc region cm . tt 
civitatem Episcopo subject os ease. El in can. 8. ibid fol.224« 
ulterius disponilnr , ut clerici , qui prwfir.iuntur Parochiii, 
vei Piochodochiis , et quiordinantur in monasteriis , et busi- 
iteis martyr urn, sub Episcnporurn , qui in unaquaque civil ate 
sunt, secundum sanctorum Patrum traditiones , potentate per- 
tnancant , nee per contumaciam ab Episcopo sua dissihanl. 
Qui veroaudent vertere hujus modi for mam quocumque modo, 
nee proprio subjiciuntur Episcopo, siquidcm cierici sunt, ca- 
nonum correptionihussubjacebunt , s* vero laid , vet rnonachi 
futrint , communione privenlur. Ead»*m n-pptuniur in ('ON- 
CILIO AURELIANENSI Lean. 19 AGATHENSI can. 
38. ILLERDENSi can 3. quod et J USTINIANUS IMP. 
firiiiavit I. 40. de Episc. el Nov. V. cap. 9. Neque hoec de 
clerici? lanturn, et monarhis vera sunt, sed et de laicis , 
boruir.(j»ie magisiralibus sub»»rdinatis. Vid. CONG. ARE- 
LATEN8E I. can. 7 et SlNESiLM Epist. 58. ad Episc. » 

Again, the Jurisdiction of the Bishop is proved 
obligatory, especially in the matter of granting LICENCES 
or INSTITUTION, from its resting on the PRINCIPLE, 
that «the whole power of Ministration » (as Bishop Jer. 
Taylor speaks ) « was in the Bishop ». 

§. CXLIV. De juribus Episcoporum generatim, acin 
specie I. de jure instituendi* 



De juribus Episcoporum distincte acturis animadver- 
tendum est , jus oipne ex obligations nasci. Officium igitur 
Episcoporum, quum auctore APOSTOLO sit attendere wn/- 
verso gregi , in quo eos Spiritus Sanctus posuit regere Ec- 
clesiarn Dei 9 universim Episcopo cuique intra jurisdictionis 
suoe lirnites jus com petit in ea omnia , qure ad veram Ec- 
clesioe inspectioni suoe salutem pertinere videntur. In quibus 
primum locum sibi merito vindicat Jus LNSTITUENDI per- 
sonas idoneas, quibns partem ministerii sui sacri conferre 
tuto possit. 

Sane, quum hi nihil sint aliud , qnam Virarii Epis- 
copi in cura anirnarum exercenda pro parte Dioc*»sis cuique 
ad*ignala, nihil equidem mirum est, numquam veteroca 
queruqiiam dubitasse, quin hortim institulio ad unum per- 
tineret Episcopum , duravitque ea disciplina, quamdiu col* 
latio beneficiorum cum orditiatinne cohcereret. Quam grave 
Yulnus juri huic Episcoporum originario per mandata, ex- 
pectativaa, et reservationes pnntificias deinceps illatum lit > 
omnes facile inlelligunt , et deplorant. * 

MEG. Instit. I. Sect. 1. cap. iii. $. 144. 

And the same writer also further argues, that the 
Bishop's Visitatorial jurisdiction cannot be in any case dis- 
pensed with. 

«§. CXLVI. Huic juri ( Visitationis ) OMNES sub- 
sunt. Quumque hoc jus ex obligatione Episcopis divino man- 
dato incumbente derivetur (§. 144), sane consequens est, 
ut nulla consuetudine , nvdlo privilegio Episcopus impediri 
possit, quin UHIQUE hoc suo munere defungatur, quoties 
id ratio exposcita. 

Ibid: §. 146. 
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5. The following passages, from Collier's History 
are also much in point. 

The eleventh canon of the Synod of Calcuith , A. D. 
785, decreed «that as the King is lord paramount in the 
State , so the Bishop's authority is supreme in things relate 
, ing to the government and discipline of the Church ». 

Eccl. Hist. Book II. Cent. VIII. 

And in his account of the settlement and division of parishes 
in the ancient Saxon or English Church , the same writer says , 

• The Bishop's approbation was likewise to be obtained 
in the choice of a Priest, who was to officiate: and ASHE 
COULD NOT BE ADMITTED, SO NEITHER COULD HE 
BE EJECTED WITHOUT THE CONSENT OF THE DIO- 
CESAN*. 

Ibid. Book iii. Gent. XI. 

6. As to the teachiug of our own branch of the 
Church on this head, Dr. Wordsworth , having quoted King 
Edward VI. lh, » Catechism, 1553, to shew that « brotherly 
correction and excommunication», or discipline, as «tbe 
holy fathers termed » it , is therein accounted one of « the 
Marks of the Church » , observes , 

« Hence it appears, that although in her 19. th Art- 
icle the Church of England has specified only the two 
marks of Sacraments and the Word of God , yet she does 
not regard them as sufficient of themselves to constitute a 
visible Church , without the additional note of discipline 
and government*. 
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And be proceeds to quote in further confirmation, 
the words of the German Reformer, Cassander, on the 
Augsburgh Confession, Art. VII. ; declaring, that Evangeli- 
cal doctrine, and the administration of lhe x Sacraments, 
are not sufficient « ad schismaticos ab Ecclesioe societate se- 
gregandos. Requiritur ad hanc unitatem Ecclesioe, prater 
doctrinoe et morum similitudinem , etiam unitas animorum , 
in qud potissimum spectanda est obedientia, quce debetur 
Ecclesiarum Prcefectis , qui inde usque ab Apostolis, per 
successionem , Ecclesiam Dei gubernandam , et verbo vitoe 
pascendam susceperunt , qui etsi non semper eadem fide offi- 
cium suum prcestiterunt , in Hits tamen quce officii sunt 06- 
temper ari iilis necesse est , turn in auditu wrce doctrince, 
turn in legitimo uau sacramentorum , turn in DISCIPLINA 
et CORRECTIONE ECCLESIASTIC A. Hanc tertiam notam 
necessario requiri etiam hujus Confessionis ( Augustanoe ) auctor 
( MHanchthon ) postea agnovit , qui multis in locis , ubi de 
signis Ecclesioe agit , tertio loco addit OREDIENTIAM de- 
bilam mtnisterio Evangelii seu Catholicoe Ecclesioe ». And it 
appears thatGrotius, the Dutch Theologian, fully concurred in 
these remarks of Cassander on this subject. 

See WORDSW. Theoph. Anglic. P.t I ch. II. 

7. The concurrence of the American branch of the 
Church Catholick in the same views, is demonstrated 
by the following extract from a letter by the venerable 
Samuel Seabury , Bishop of the Church in Connecticut , to 
the Reverend Dr. Smith of Philadelphia , dated August 15.th 
1785. 

«T think you have too much circumscribed the power 
of your Bishops. 'That the dutv *"d office of « i*«- 1 -~ 
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differs in nothing from that of other Priests , except in the 
power of ordination and confirmation', (Pamphlet p. 16), 
is a position that carries Jerome's opinion to the highest 
pitch 'Quid facit Episcopus quod Presbyter non faciat, 
excepta ordinatione ' ? But it does not appear that Jerome 
had the support of the Church in this opinion , but rather 
the contrary. Government as essentially pertains to Bishops 
as ordination; nay , ordination is but the particular exercise 
of government. Whatever share of government Presbyters 
have in the Church , they have from the Bishop , and must 
exercise it in conjunction with or tn subordination to him. 
And though a congregation may have a right , and I am 
willing to allow it , to choose their minister , as they are 
to support him and live under his ministry , YET THE BI- 
SHOP S CONCURRENCE OR LICENCE IS NECESSARY, 
because they are part of his charge ; ( he ) has the care of 
their sjuIs; and therefore the ministers authority to take 
charge of THAT congregation MUST come through the BI- 
SHOP*. 

BFSHOP WHITE'S Memoirs of the American Church, 
2.* Edit. New York, 1836, p. 289. 



HISTORICAL PROOF OF THE BISHOP OF LONDON'S 

FOREIGN JURISDICTION. 

The following document, from Collier's Ecclesiastical 
History, affords the highest and most incontrovertible evi- 
dence of jurisdiction exercised abroad b) the Bishop of Lon- 
don, with the concurrence oi the State, at a period of more 
than 200 years ago. It is extracted from Directions, issued 
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17 th June, A. D. 163i, by the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
at the Kings command , and sent to the English Factories 
at Delph (Delft), Hamburgh, « and all other places of 
trade and plantations where the English were settled ». 

8 «and (the Chaplain) himself is hereby to 

take notice, that His Majesty's express pleasure aud com- 
mand to him is , that be do puuctually keep and observe all 
the Orders of the Church of England , as they are prescribed 
in the Canons , and the Rubricks of the Liturgy ; And that , 
if any of your Company shall shew themselves refractory 
to this ordinance of His Majesty , ( which we hope will 
not be ) , he is to certify the name of any such offender 
and his offence to the Lord Bishop of London FOR THE 
TIME BEING, who is to take order and give remedy 
accordingly. And these Letters you are to register and 
keep by you , that they which come after may understand 
what care His Majesty hath taken for the well ordering; of 
your Company in Church affairs. And you are likewise to 
deliver a copy of these letters to ( the Chaplain ) , and to 
every Successor of his respectively , that he and they may 
know what His Majesty expects from them, and be the 
more inexcusable of they disobey ». 

COLLIER'S Eccl. Hist. Book IX. Cent. XVIL 

9. The Bishop of London's Jurisdiction over the 
Church in America, before the separation of the United States 
from England, is shown in the following passages from 
Bishop While's ' Memoirs of the Protestant Episcopal Chureh 
*f America', 2. d Edit. New York, 1836. 

a Certainly , the different Episcopalian Congregations 



if On Consular stations the patronage is vested in the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, who need not be , and 
often is not, himself a member of the Church of England; 
an arrangement which custom and official courtesy have 
hitherto no far modified, that the wishes of the British re- 
sidues are generally consulted in every new appointment, 
and that the Bishop of London is referred to , and HIS LI- 
CENCE MADE A CONDITION of eligibility to the office*. 

Ibid. p. 20. 

It. Perhaps the clearest and most decisive recent 
recognition of the Bishop of London's jurisdiction over 
Foreign Chaplains, appointed under the Consular Act (6 Geo: 
IV cap. 87 ) , has been furnished by Her Majesty's present 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, Lord Palmerslon 
himself. It forms the XV. th of certain printed « Regulations 
for the Management of British Church Affairs at Foreign 
Ports and Places ; made and issued by Her Majesty , through 
one of Her Principal Secretaries of State, under the Autho- 
rity of the Act Geo: IV. Cap. 87 ». These are signed 
« PALMERSTON » , and were promulged by the Consul in 
Madeira in March , 1840. 

« CLERGYMEN OF CHURCH OF ENGLAND TO 
OBEY BISHOP OF LONDON. 

XV. All Chaplains belonging to the Church of Eng- 
land who are appointed under the Act, are, at there- 
quest of the Secretary of State , licensed by the Bishop of 
London. Such Chaplains are to consult the Bishop of London 
in all spiritual matters, AND ARE TO OBEY HIS ORDERS 
THEREUPON ". 

12. The history of the present controversy in Madeira , 



down to a still more recent period , supplies the strongest 
evidence to the same effect, from the acts of Mr. Brown 
himself and his supporters. Not only did the latter formally 
recognize the Bishop of London's jurisdiction , by twice in 
the year 1 845 appealing hy letter to his judgment as Or- 
dinary . but Mr. Brown himself has more than once within 
the last few months applied to the Bishop for his licence or 
approval, WHKH HAVE BEEN REFUSED. Indeed 
neither Mr. Brown , nor his supporters , Mess Surtees , Gibbs, 
Temple , Muir, Penfold , Park , &c , nor Lord Palmerston 
his patron, seem ever to have thought of questioning or cast- 
ing off the Bishop's jurisdiction , till it happened to oppose 
their views or wishes. 

13. I am indebted to a friend, of not less accurate 
than extensive reading , for the following remarks. 

« An incidental proof that all British Chaplaincies 
abroad have long been considered subject , in Spiritual matters, 
to the Bishop of London for the time being , is to be met with 
in the Memoirs of the Rev* C. SIMEON, by the Rev* W. 
Carus, 2 A Ed. pp. 479 — 488 It appears that Mr. Simeon 
went to Amsterdam , with the view of furthering the objects 
of the London Society for promoting Christianity amongst the 
Jews, and there made arrangements for reopening the English 
Church , in which Service had scarcely been performed for 
seven years , and which the English Government had refused 
U purchase. He accordingly commenced the Service ; and 
on the 18 th June. 1818, delivered a Sermon, which he 
caused to be printed , and a copy of which he thought of 
presenting, as he himself writes, Uo the Bishop of London, 
IN WHOSE DIOCESE it was delivered'. He adds, that 
he has 4 a further reason fur presenting the Sermon to him , 



because it is to his Lordship that he must apply for the Queen 
Anne's Bounty , which , he understands has , from the be- 
ginning , been given to that Church ' : and he entreats Bi- 
shop Burgess , to whom he is writing , 4 to represent the 
matter to the Bishop of London, and to gain for them his 
countenance and support '. Mr. Simeon entertained a deep sense 
of the obedience due from a Clergyman to his Bishop. His 
own Diocesan, who, he knew, regarded his views with 
no friendly eye , he acknowledges , ' under Divine Providence , 
his immediate superior in the Church , to whom he owes 
all possible deference and respect' (p. 276): and, on a 
particular occasion , he advises a brother-clergyman to address 
his Diocesan to this effect: 'that you regret exceedingly 
the having occasioned any uneasiness to his Lordship, and 
hope to show by your future conduct that , whilst it is your 
first wish and desire to approve yourself to God , you are 
most unfeignedly desirous of giving satisfaction to him , as 
appointed over you in the Lord ' ( p. 384 ) ». 

14. Both the NECESSITY and FACT of direct and 
actual subordination to Episcopal Authority in the person of 
some one Bishop, have thus been established, by the general 
voice of the Church in ancient times, and that of the English 
Church in later ages. Delegation from the Bishop has been prov- 
ed to be ESSENTIAL to sound and assured regular Communion 
with the Church Catholick, and that of England in particular. It 
has also been proved , that the Jurisdiction of the Bishop ol Loo- 
don , so far as tms necessary for the fulfilment of this condition , 
has been actually thus extended abroad , and recognized , both 
by CHURCH and STATE, for upwards of 200 years, down 
to the present time. It is therefore tain to argue from 
the imperfections and irregularities , which in a foreign country , 



under such circumstances f must necessarily occur in practice, 
against the principle and fact of such a jurisdiction. AH, 
it is imagined, will be ready to confess, that the greater 
the difficulty of supporting, and carrying it out into its full 
details, by civil laws and enactments , the greater in honour 
and in foro conscienlice is the obligation upon every real 
member of the Church of England to obey it in its plain 
.and simple exercise (*), 

\ ' It is greatly understating the matter , to say , that 

the obligation on all true members of the English Church 
abroad , in places not otherwise Episcopally settled , to hold 
themselves under the Bishop of London's Jurisdiction in all 
spiritual matters, rests on similar grounds, morally and 
conscientiously, with the duty of obedience by all British 
subjects « in Foreign Ports and Places » to the Sovereign of 
England in all civil matters, and witn the necessity of their 
observance of the Acts of Parliament , which have heen 
passed at different periods for their regulation and protection. 

It betrays indeed a somewhat singular estimate or 
appreciation of the force of moral and social , not to say of 
Evangelical obligations , to argue, with respect to a jurisdiction 
thus proved to have been recognized and acted on so long 
by Church and State, and which, moreover, must be 
acknowledged to be absolutely required , or implied in every 

( * ) « They (i.e. our obligations ) bind us as minister! of the 
Church of England : within our own cures , and in other places , 
at home or abroad , where the Anglican Church has jurisdiction.)) 

And , in a note appended to this passage , it is stated : c Chap- 
laincies on the Continent are, of course, included. » 

ROBERTSON'S a How Shall we Conform to the Liturgy; » 
2. d Ed. pp. 289 , 290. 
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possible ease , by the laws and constitution of the Church 
and Kealm of England in particular, and t* be demanded 
by the very principles and fundamental structure of the 
Church Catholick universally, — since it is most absurd to 
call a religious society Episcopal, which is not actually 
governed by a Bishop, — that the impossibility of supporting 
or enforcing such control , by legal penalties , in a foreign 
State or Diocese , supersedes the duty of observance ; and 
that the difficulty of carrying into full exorcise all parts of 
Episcopal control , or jurisdiction , releases from obedience 
to any , and authorizes members of the Church abroad , to 
throw off even such dependence on the Bishop , as by the 
voice of Me wko'e Church has been proved to be essential 
for the preservation of any sound and safe (*) communion 
with the Church ; such as that which is maintained by the 
Bishop of London's Licence , or sanction , to the nominees 
of the State, or Civil Patron, in the Grst instance, on 
appointments to a Foreign Chaplaincy. To say nothing of 
the total forgetfulness , which such reasoning displays, of 
the state of the Church in early ages , amongst hostile go- 
vernments and people ( ** ) , it is obviously this sort of ar- 

(*) Esse vcro in Ecclesia , et non salubriter in ca esse , 
necillis, nee Catholieo cuiquam prodesse potest »• CHAKANTH. De- 
fens, cap. XVI. 

(**) It is certain that in those times , the authority and ju«* 
risdiction of Bishops, and the obligations of Christians to obey them, 
were entirely independent of the support or sanction of the Civil 
Powers. Christians had not then thought of obeying their Bishops 
so far only as it might be agreeable to the wishes or enactments «>fa 
persecuting Go vernnrent or Ruler, Nor had they arrived at the notable 
discovery , of a Bishop's Licence to administer Christ's Sacraments, 
and preach His Gospel, becoming void, or cdropping», at the 
Withdrawal of the temporal favour or appointment, # or even at the 
opposition , of the State, 



gument , which would release us from our obligations to 
respect the laws of life or property , wherever those laws 
might happen to be irregularly observed , or easily evaded* 

The consent or licence of the Bishop of London, being 
the element essenl ial to all profitable (*) Communion with the 
Church , it follows , that eilher its direct refusal by thfe Bi- 
shop , or its neglect or abjuration by a particular Chaplaiti , must 
be alike fatal to the preservation of assured and sound Church- 
xnembership , and freedom from the sin of Schism. 

It may be, that for temporary or political purposes » 

(*) « In multis erant mecum : Beptismum habebamus utrique, 
Evangelium utrique lege bam us : erant in eo mecum ; in schismate 
non mecum , in haeresi non mecum. Sed in his paucis in qui bus new 
mecum, NON PROSUNT multa in quibus mecum. Etcnimvidete, 
fratres, quam multa enarravit Apostolus Paulus (1 Cor. XIII), 
- vnum dixit (caritatem) si defuerit, frustra sunt ilia ». 

S. AUGUST, in Psal. LIV. 

« Salus extra Ecclesiam non est ; et ideo quoecunque ipsius 
Ecclesiee habentur extra Ecclesiam (i. e. in schismate ) non vcUcnt 
mi salutem : aliud est habere, aliud utiliter habere'. 

S. AUGUST, contra Donatist. IV. 24. 

« Omnia ilia quce laudantur in Ecclesia , nihil Mis pro$unt t 
quia conscindunt unUatem , id est , tunicam illam charitatis*. 

S. AUGUST, in Joann. Evang. Tract. XIV. 

« SAINT AUGUSTINE c. Crescon. ii. 16, compares the sa- 
cramental graces of the Church, when diffused in schismatic con- 
gregations, to the rivers of Eden flowing out of Eden: these graces 
are then waters of Paradise, but not in Paradise »• 

WORDSW* Theoph. Anglic, P,* HI. ch. iii. 
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some subaltern of Civil Government may try from time to 
time , in this her most defenceless quarter , to thwart or 
trample on the principles and constitution of the Church. But 
if Churchmen will but quittly and soberly be firm to their 
duty, such attempts are sure soon to be baffled and defeated 
in their turn. The Church wjll but rise the brighter and 
the stronger from a struggle , in which she has been vindicated 
mainly by the constancy and patience of her members; whose 
charity, * enduring all things' which concern them only per- 
sonally, and in temporal matters, leads them thus so much, 
the race 'earnestly to contend for the faith which wu&ouce 
delivered unto the Saints'. 



G. 



1. It might have well seemed needless, under ordi- 
nary circumstances, to do more than point out the absurdity 
of pretending to be Episcopal, i. e. to belong to the Ch.neh 
of England , without having (confessedly) an E i..co ; su$ or 
Bishop. However, let us see v\ha; thennci^n' f.h.irch decred 
on this point: what it held and KULED concerning those who 
acted without the sanction or concurrence oi the Bishop. 

«We include under the name of HERETICKS those 
who pretend indeed to hold the sound faith, but who have 
separated themselves from , and formed conyregaaom in op- 
position to, our caiionxal BihllOi'S». 

5. ,J » Canon of the l.»t (Ecumenical COUNCIL OP 
Ca\STAJSPL\OPLE. 



8. The authority of this determination offhe2. d of 
the FIRST FOUR GENERAL COUNCILS, the dcrees of 
which are universally received by all branches of.h C turch ♦ 
H|on all members of the Church of England , has been ruled 
a d settled thus BY LAW: the Supremacy act ( 1 Eliz. cap. 
1 ) declaring , that none « shall have any authority or power 
to determine or judge any matter or cause to be h?r<>sy t 
but only such as heretofore had been determined , ordered f 
or adjud-ed to be heresy by the authority of ih? Canonical 
Scrijlu.es, or by e First Four (iewral Councils, or any 
of tnem, or b\ any other General Council , wherein the same 
was declar d heresy by the express and plain words of the 
said Canonical Sciiptures». 

See also Hooker, Eccl. Pol VIII. ii. 17, quoted supra p. 19. 

The following quotation* are not less decisive with 
regard to the teaching of the Church of England on this 
point o! SCHISM. 

3. And firjrt from Bishop Jeremy Taylor; 

«SFCT. XLVT. For they are SCHJSMATICKS that 
separate from their B shop. 

The Reason which S. Hierome (Jerome) gives, presses 
this business to a Further particular. For if an eminent dignity, 
and an unmafrhable power be not given toh : m, tot efficientur 
sch.smata, quol ^occrdotes. So (hat he maker; Bishops there- 
fore necessary, because without them the Unity of a Church 
cannot be preserved ; and we know that unity , ar.d b« v ing , 
are of equal extent , and if the unity of the Church depends 
upon the Bishop, then WHERE THtfRE IS NO BISHOP, 



NO PRFTENflE TO A CHURCH; and therefore TO SE- 
PARATE FROM THE BISHOP MAKES A MAN AT 
LEAST A SCHISMATICK. For uniiy which the Fathers 
press so often , they make to be dependent on the Bishop. M- 
hil sit in vob s quod possit vos dirimere , sed Unimini Epis* 
copo, subjecti Deo per ilium in Christo (saith S. Ignatius , 
EpisU ad Magnes. ) Let nothing divide you , but be united to 
your Bishop , being subject to God in Christ through your 
Bishop. And it is bis conge to. the people of Smyrna to 
whom he writ in his epistle to Polycarpus, optovos semper 
valere in Deo nostro Jesu Christo , in quo manetc per uni~ 
totem Deiet E PISCO PI \ Farewell %n Christ Jesus, in whom 
remain by the Unity of God and of the BISHOP ( Ad 
Ephes ). Quanto vos bealiores judico qui dependetis ab illo 
( Eptscopo ) ut Ecclesia a Domino Jesu et Dominus a Patre 
suo , ut omnia per unitalem consenlianL Blessed people are 
ye that depend upon your Bishop , as the Church on Christ * 
and Christ on God , that all things may consent in Unity. 

s Neque enim aliunde hcereses obortce sunt 9 aut nata 
sunt schismata , quam inde quod Sacerdoti Dei non obtempe- 
ratur , nee unus in Ecclesia ad tempus Sacerdos , et ad tern- 
pus Judex vice Christi cogitatur. Hence come SCHISMS , 
hence spring HERESIES thai the Bishop is not obeyed , 
and admitted alone to be the high Priest , alone to be the 
Judge ( 5. Cyprian , Ep 55 ). The same S. Cyprian re- 
peats again , and by it we may see his meaning clearer* 
Qui vos audit , me audit &fe. Inde enim hcereses et schismata 
obortm sunt et oriuntur , dum Episcopus qui unus est, et 
Eccles'Ce prceest superia quorundam prcesumptione contemni- 
twr , et homo dignalione Dei honoratus , indignus omnibus 
iudicatwr ( Epist. 69 J. The pride and peevish haughtiness 



of some factious people that contemn their Bishop is thi 
cause of all hereby and Schism. And therefore it was so 
strictly forbidden by the Ancient Canons , that any Man 
should have any meetings, or erect an Altar out of the 
communion of his Bishop , that if any man proved delinqueaf 
in this particular, he was punished with the highest cen- 
sures, as appear* in the 32 Canon of the Apostles, in lh$ 
G. th Canon of the Council of Gangra , the 5 lh Canon of the 
Council of Antioch , and the great Council of Chalcedon , ail 
which I have before cited. The sum is this, THK BISHOP 
IS THE BAND AND LIGVTURE OF THE CHUS CHES 
UNITY; and SEPARATION FROM THE BISHOP IS, as 
Theodore?* expression is, A SYMBOL OF FXCTION; aod 
HE THAT SEPARATES IS A SCHISMATICK. 

... But LET THE CASE BE WHAT IT WILL BE, 

no separation from a Bishop , ut sic , can be lawful ». 

JER. TAYLOR, Episc. Asserted, Sect. 46. 

4. The great, and not less learned than saintly 
Hammond is equally clear and conclusive; 

« Sect. 6. Having seen what the unity is ( to which 
communion superadds no more but che relation of external 
association, whether by assembling for the worship of God 
in the same place , where the matter is capable of it , or 
whether by letters communicatory , by which we maintain 
external communion with those which are most distant from 
us) it will be easy to discern what schism is, viz. the 
breach of that unity ( and communion ) , and what be the 
sorts or species of it , either those that offend against the 
subordination which Christ hath by himself , and his Apostles , 
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settled in his Church , or those that offend against the mu- 
tual charity , which he left among his disciples. 

Sect. 7. For the first of these , those that offend against 
the due subordination , they are possibly of as many sorts 
bs there be distinct links in the subordination. As first those 
brethren or people, which reject the ministry of the Dea- 
cons, or Presbyters in any thing wherein they are orda<ned, 
and appointed by the Bfs/wp , (and as lonii as they continue 
in obedience to him) and of (heir own accord break off, 
and separate from them, refuse to live regularly under them, 
thej are by the ancient Church ofChrist adjudbed and looked 
on as schismatics. So Ignatius the holy Bishop, (and apos- 
tolical person) and martyr of Antioch , in Ep. ad TralL 
admonishing them to be ware of the poison of seducers, i. e. 
the schismatics of those times, he directs them this one 
Way to do it 'This ye shafl do', saith he 4 if ye be not 
puffed up, and if je be not separated from God, from Christ, 
from the Bishop. ... lie that continues within the sept is 
pure; he that doelh ought without the Bisliop and pres- 
bytery and deacon, is not of a pure conscience*, accountf- 
ing all that live out of this obedience to be so far injected 
and defiled with schism. So again in the former part ol the 
same epistle, * Let all revere the <ieacoqs as the ministers 
of Jesus Christ; aid in like m inner the Bishop, as Jesus 
Christ the Son of the Fa. her, the Presbyters as the senate 
of (iod and college of Apostles, without there it is not call- 
ed a Cnurch. ' W.iere every particular Church being ad- 
miui>!ered by these , no man is farther deemed a member of 
the Lh'jirch than he lives regularly wit h ; n ths obedience And 
the some is the importance of his exhorlation to the Philip^ 
pians, 'OBSERVE THE BISHOP, and the Presbyters t 



and the Deacons'; intimating this to be THE ONLY WAY 
of preserving^ UNITY against SCHISM , as appears by that 
which had cone before, 'There is ONE ALTAR (or sept), 
as there is ONE BISHOP , together with his presbyters and 
deacons , and the living in un-on wtth 9 obedience to those 9 
is the only way to do, whatsoever ye do, according to the will of 
God.' Where this subordination being looked on, as that 
which is placed in the Church by God, it is both $CHI*M 
AND IMPIEIY not to continue REGULARLY under it. 
And so in the inscription of that epistle, * He salutes them 
in the blood of Christ, especially if they be at one with 
their Bis : »oi>, and the presbyters with him, as also the 
deacons designed by the appointment o! Jesus Christ , ' look- 
ing upon all as SCHISM A ilCS that mere not so. Thus again , 
in his» epistle to the Ephesians, he admonisheth them to 
obey the Bishop, and presbyters, with an undivided mind, 
making the DlSOBEDlEME an act of SCHISM or divisi- 
on in any; and so general!} throughout all those epistles. 

Sect. 8. In like manner; if we ascend to the next 
higher link, that of the Bishop, to whom both Presbyters 
and Deacons . as well as the brel hren , or people are obli- 
ged to live in obedience, the withdrawing or denying this 
obedience in any of these will certainly fall under this guilt. 
So the same holy Ignatius in Ep. ad Smyr ; ' Let no man 
without the Bishop do any of those things which belong to 
the Church.' 'Wherever the Bishop appears, there let the 
multitude be . ' 'He that doeth any thing without the pri- 
vity of the Bishop serves the Devil ' ; the title by which 
those foul Gnostic heretics and schismatics ( the troublers and 
dividers of the Church) were signified. So in l he process 
*f that Epistle , having mentioned obedience to their Bishop > 



as a necessary requisite to their sanctiBcation ♦ supposing the 
contrary to be an act of pollution, i. e. of the poison or the 
schismatics, and again admonishing them as of their duty Mo 
concur with the sen'ence of their Bishop, ' he adds , that he that 
doth not so (expressed by not being within the. altar or 
sept ) ( falls short of the bread of God , ' is an excommuni- 
cate person , being rendered such by this act of division from 
the Bishop. So in the Epistle to the Magnesians , speaking 
of those that act without the Bishop , * these seem not to 
him to be men of a good conscience' (the phrase by which 
be oft expresses schismatics, whose mind and conscience 
was deBled by the poison of the Gnostics at that time ) t 
because they assembled not according to that order and es- 
tablishment which was settled in the Church. And again, 
a* Christ did nothing without his Father, being united to 
him, or all one with his Father, — 'so neither must ye 
do any thing without the Bishop , ' 4 but assemble together 
and have but one prayer common to you all , ' where the 
living out of this KEGULAti OBEDIENCE to the hishop , 
is the contrary to union and communion , and so is FOhM- 
ALLY SCH ISM. And to the Philadelphians, ' as many 
as are God's and Christ's, are with the Bishop' , excluding 
them from the unity of Christ's Bod} who are thus separa- 
ted from the Bishop. And in the same Epistle, spenking 
of the repentance of schismatics , and heretics, and Gods 
pardon offered to such, the condition of that pardon, and 
criterion of the sincerity of that repen-ance, is, 'if they 
return to the unity of God and senate of the Bishop. ' So 
frequently in Saint Cyprian, the schism especially of the 
five presbyters of Foehcissimus ' s faction ( Ep. 40 ) appears 
to conttst in iheW disobedience to , and br akmg off from , 
their proper Bishop 9 and causing others to txo so ; and ( D$ 



Unit. Eccl.) the schismatic is described to be 'filius impius 
qui contemptis Episcopis et Dei Sacerdotibus derelictis , con- 
stituere audet aliud altare,' an impious son, which hav'ng 
contemned the Bishop , and ( which is all ene ) forsaken the 
priests of God , dares constitute another altar ; and ( Ep. 76 ) , 
*Qui schisma faciunt etreliclo Episcopo aliura sibi forisP^w- 
do-episcopum constituunt , ' The schismatics are they that 
having left their Bishop set up for themselves abroad another 
FALSE- BISHOP , and all their adherents are involved in the 
same guilty *qui se schismaticis contra proepositos etsacerdotes 
irreligiosa temeritate miscuerunt , ' who join with the schis- 
matics against their Bishops; and ( Ep. 65 J, Hi sunt co- 
natus schismaticorum — ut sibi placeant , ut proepositum su- 
perbo tumore contemnant , ' These are the endeavours of schis- 
matics , that they may please themselves , and proudly contemn 
their Bnhop; and (Ep. 69 ), Unum scire debes — si quis 
cum Episcopo non sit, in Ecclesia non esse/ One thing 
you are to know , that he that is not with the Bishop , is not 
in the Church; the Church being there by him defined 
' plebs sacerdoti adunata et pastori suo grex adhocrens , ' the 
people iuvted to the Bishop , and the flock to their pastor. 
Sect. 9. And as this disobedience may be of two 
sorts , either of a lower , or of a higher kind , the denying 
obedience in any particular lawful command of the superior, 
or of casting cff all obedience together, dethroning them or 
setting up ourselves either in their steads, or in opposition 
to them (the first parallel to the contumacy of the Levitt, 
the sons of Eliab, Num. XVI. 12, 14, which said, 'We 
will not come up'; the second to their rebellion , levelling and 
equalling themselves to Moses amid Aaron ( ver. 3 ) , and 
both together subjecting them first to that curse , of G-.wTs 
pot accepting trieir sacrifice ( yer. 15), and then to that 



sudden exemplary destruction, ver. 31 ), so will the schism 
be also a lighter , and a grosser separation, a defection {torn 
the Bishop, and a rebellion against him, the former ordi- 
narily called SCHISM , the latter SEDITION , the latter 
adding very much to the guilt of the former , and uncapable 
of the alleviating excuses of ignorance or mistake (in thinking 
the commands unlawful, and consequently the obedience) 
which may be pretended in the former* 

HAMMOND, Of Schism, Lond. 1684, Ch. iii. Sect. 6 — 9. 

5. Of more recent Divines , it will be enough to cjuote one 
of the present Canons of Westminster, Dr Wordsworth. 

« Q. What is the difference between Heresy and Schism ? 
A. In the words of S* Jerome, 'Heresy maintains 
perverse doctrine. Schism is a separation from the Church , 
in the nature of an EPISCOPALIS DISSENSIO', or dissent 
from Ecclesiastical governors ; when a man wholly or occa- 
sionally withdraws himself from communion with his lawful 
Bishop and Pastor, and lakes any part in setting up or 
maintaining Bishop against Bishop, Pastor against Pastor 9 
or Altar against Altar. 'But*, adds S.* Jerome, 'there is 
no schism which does not tend to generate for itself some 
Heresy ' ; whence S.* Augustine calls Heresy a Schisma in- 
veteratum. Heresy is contra dogmata , contra Fidem , et 
contra veritatem; Schism* contra personas , contra discipli- 
nam , et contra caritalem ». 

« Q. What do we learn from Scripture concerning Schism? 
A. As the punishment and fearful judgment of God 
on Nadab and Abihu (Num. iii. 4) is a warning against 
Eeresy , so is that on Korah, Dathan, and Abiram 9 against 
Schism. Jeroboam , who is characterised in Scripture more 
than twenty times as he that 'made Israel to sin', is an 
example of both Heresy and Schism. S.' Paul says to the 
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Corinthians , / 1 beseech you , brethren , bj the name of Jesus 
Christ , that ye all speak the same thing , and that there be 
no divisions (schisms ) among you'. And be declares that 
nothing , not even martyrdom , profiteth without charity* 
Schism is a carnal work, and as such excludes from heaven; 
it tends to the subversion of a Church , for a kingdom or house 
divided against itself cannot stand; it is a rending of Christ's 
blessed body ; a violation of the marriage-compact between 
Him and the Church ( spiritual adultery ) ; a disregard of His 
Divine Example , by which He taught His disciples to love 
one another; an open contempt of His Prayer, * As Thou 
Father, art in Me, and I in Thee; so may they also be one 
in Us : that they may be one , as We are one ' ; a breaking 
of the bond of love, by which Christ's disciples are to be 
known; a falling away from the practice of the members of 
the Apostolic Church , who were all of one accord , of one 
heart and one soul. 

Q. But if the Legislature of a country tolerates 
schismatics, does it not make Schism to be innocent? 

A. No; this is beyond all human power. As, if 
the State prescribed Schism under a penalty , it would oblige 
ai pcenam* but not ad culpam; so, although it may remove 
all the civil penalties of Schism , it cannot diminish its re- 
ligious guilt, 'Poena potest demi; culpa perennis erit'. 

Q. To consider the case of wilful and obstinate He- 
retics and Schismatics ; are they in the Church ? 

A. We may not say they are in the Invisible Church ; 
for wilful and obstinate Heretics , as far as their heresy , and 
Schismatics , as far as their schism , is concerned , have 
forsaken the true Church of God, which is sound in doctrine t 
and joined together in unity; but by virtue of the Sacraments 
which they may have received , and of such articles of Christ- 
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ian Faith as tliey may still continue to hold , they are so 
/or in I he Visible Church. Being fferetics or Sc/iisma ics, but 
not being Jetra , Saracens, Infidek, AihetiU , or Apostates, they 
are still members of the Visible Church, though peccant and 
unsound members; they are a pari f though a maimed and 
con upt part , of the Visible Church. ' Sunt in. Ecclesia , 
quamvis non saluhriter in Ecclesia ' ( Cwkanth. Dcf. J. 
They are indeed in the Church, but as long as they are 
wilful Heretics or Schismatics , they receive no benefit from 
it. They are subjects of Christ, but rebellious ones. By 
breaking Unity, they have forsaken Chanty, without which 
other things profit them not, (1 Cor. XIII. 3.) but rather 
increase their condemnation. 

Q. What are the consequent duties of individual 
members of the Church toward Heretics and Schismatics ? 

A. To feel deep sorrow for them ; to act towards 
them in a spirit of charity and gentleness; not to communi- 
cate with them in their Heresy or Schism, nor to encourage 
or flatter them in it , nor to treat it lightly , but to speak 
the truth in love concerning its sin and danger; to pray for 
them, to offer them counsel and exhortation , and to employ 
all practicable means for bringing them to the enjoyment 
of the spiritual blessings which are promised to those who 
love the peace of Christ's Church, and are joined together in 
Unity ». 

WORDSW. Theoph. Anglic. Pt. I. ch. V. 

«t The Church is charitable to schismatics, not to schism ; 
she knows , on the contrary , that it is a work of charity 
to schismatics to declare wilful schism to be mortal sin ; 
for such God declares it to be ». 

Ibid. Pt. III. ch. iii. 
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« It is one thiag to have , aid another thing to ha*e 
profitably (S. August); one thing to posess? another to 
use and enjoy. The graces which schismatics may have , 
'mmnt iis, (says St. Augustine), sed non iis prosurti, 
verum etiam ob*unt\ they are in them , but not for them f 
but they are even against them , as long as they remain 
wilfully separated from the Unity of the Church , i e. as long 
as they continue schismatics; and it is only when they r&Urn 
to the Unity of the Church , that these graces then * wici- 
piunt prodesse in unitate , quoe in schismate prodesse non po- 
terant ', (S. August.) begin to profit them in their unity with 
the Church, which could not profit them in their separation 
from it». 

Ibid. Pt. III. ch. iii. 

See also supra , p. 89 , notes. 

6 Though not directly touching the immediate point 
in question , the following passage bears so strongly on some 
other feacures of the case , and on the course of those « re- 
fractory Spirits » , « of another persuasion » , who so wantonly 
have « troubled the peace of our Zion » , that I am unable to 
resist the temptation of transcribing it for a conclusion totbis 
part of the subject. 

«Thus if it be a question whether I should- abate any 
thing of my external religion or ceremonies to satisfy an heretic 
or a contentious person , who pretends scandal to himself, and 
is indeed of another persuasion ; and at the same time I knoW 
that good persons would be weakened at such forbearance, and 
estranged from the good persuasion and charity of Communion^ 
which is part of their duty; it more concerns charity and the 
glory of God that I secure the right, than twine about the 
wrong, wilful, and malicious persons. A Prelate must rather 
fortify and encourage obedience and strengthen discipline, 



than by remissness toward refractory Spirits , and a desire not 
te seem severe, weaken the hands of conscientious persons by 
taking away tbe marks of difference between them that obey 
and them that obey not : and in all cases when the question 
is bttween a friend to be secured from apostasy 9 or an enemy 
to be gained from indifferency , St. Paul's rule is to be ob- 
served , * do good to all , but especially to the household of 
faith'; when I he Church in a particular instance cannot bt 
kind to both , she must first love her own children ». 

BISHOP JEREMY TAYLOR'S Life of Christ , Pt. III. 
sect. XIV. Discourse 17. §. 11 « Of Scandal *. 

H? 

i. a The Bishop. Will you reverently OBEY YOUR 
ORDINARY, and other chief Ministers, unto whom is com- 
mitted the charge and government over you : following with 
a glad mind and will their godly admonitions , and submitting 
yourselves to their godly judgments? 

Answ. I will do so , the Lord being my helper. 
OFFICE for THE ORDERING OF PRIESTS. 

2. It is an old and stale device of the Church's enemies, 
(*) to represent obedience to the Bishop as incompatible with 
loyalty to the Crown; and to affect to view fidelity to our 
Spiritual Superiors as opposed to a due regard to the supremacy 
of the Civil Governor. It is however a most unfounded and 
unjust aspersion on the Royal Supremacy itself, to place it 
in the light of being in collision with a fundamental Christian 
principle erf faith and practice. It is an insult to the Crown, 
indignantly to be repelled. We cannot but hold as cheaply 

(*) See pp. 27, 28, and 53 tupra. 
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#f their sense or loyalty to the Sovereign , as of their 
notions of allegiance to the Church , . Christ's Body , 
who would set up thus the ene duty at the expence of tho 
other. It has been already shown sufficiently ( * ) what was 
the opinion or our former Sovereigns themselves on this head. 
I will now subjoin a similar authoritative proof of later date; 
in which the « Supremacy, and the due subordination of 
Presbyters to Bishops » , are placed by the Crown itself upon 
THE SAME FOOTING, and declared ALIKE to be « funda- 
mental parts of the Constitution of the Church of England ». 

Archbishop Tenison , in a Circular Letter to the Bi- 
shops, dated 18. th April, 1707, recites a letter of the 
Queen, dated 8. th April, 1707, addressed to himself as 
President of the Convocation of the Province of Canterbury t 
and which recited Letter commences thus: 

« ANNE R. 

Most Reverend Father in God , our right trusty and 
right entirely beloved Counsellor , we greet you well. In our 
letter to you, bearing date the 25. th day of February 1705, 
which we directed to be communicated to the Bishops and 
Clergy of the Convocation of your Province, we declared our 
resolution to maintain our Supremacy , AND the due Subor- 
dination of Presbyters to Bishops , as fundamental parts of 
the Consilution of the Church of England. x> (**) 

CARDW. Docum. Ann. ii. 413. 

A more weak or idle fancy can scarcely be imagined, 

(*) See King Henry VIII. better to Bishop Tunstall, quoted by 
Palmer, supra pp. 48, 49 ; also Queen Elizabeth's Injunctions, Prote$t 
p. 7; and King James I. 81 ' 8 writings, quoted supra pp. 25 and 45. 
See also pp. 32 and 36, supra. 

(**) Bishop Burnet, in the History of his own Times, also 
fjiotes the substance of this. 
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than to mix up, with the appointment of a Chaplain under 
the Consular Act, by Lord Palmerston, on the nomination* 
of a Madeira General Meeting , considerations of personal 
loyalty and deference to the Queen of England. It is difficult 
indeed to treat with any seriousness so hollow a delusion 
or pretence. For himself, and for bis congregation, the 
writer will declare, however, that be, and they, will 
yield to no man, or society of men, in the feelings of loyal 
attachment to the person , and of dutiful obedience to the 
kwful and expressed commands or pleasure of the Sovereign ; 
and that Her Majesty possesses not in Her dominions more 
faithful and devoted subjects than the long sorely tried , but 
never murmuring or impatient members of the Church of 
England in Madeira. 

Let not true Churchmen , and true loyal hearts , then, 
be disturbed by such calumnious or « weak devices. » Let 
ttem take courage rather ( 1. Pet- IV. 13); remembering 
that precisely this false accusation was alleged against their 
Lord Himself (Luke XXIII. 2 ). He is the best , and in the 
hour of trial will be found , as ever heretofore , the truest 
and most, loyal subject of the Queen, who is the most 
faithful and devoted servant of the Church He will be ever 
fyund most ready to « render unto Coesar the things that are 
Ccesar's , » who is most stedfast in yielding « unto God the 
things that are God's. » 

3. « The Bishop, Will you be ready with all faithful diligence 9 
to banish and drive away all erroneous and strange doctrines con* 
trary to Cod's Word; and to us« both PUBLIC K and private MO- 
NITIONS and exhortations, as well to the sick* as to the whole , 
within your Cures, as need shall require , and occasion shall be given? 

Answ. 1 will, the Lord being mv helper. » 

OFFICE for the ORDERING Of PRIESTS. 

FJNJS. 



